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INTRODUCTION. 


There  is  now  but  one  great  question  dividing  the  American 
people^  and  that,  to  the  great  danger  of  the  stability  of  our 
government,  the  concord  and  harmony  of  our  citizens,  and  the 
perpetuation  of  our  liberties,  divides  us  by  a  geographical  lina 
Hence  estrangement,  alienation,  enmity,  have  arisen  between 
the  North  and  the  South,  and  those  who,  from  ^^  the  times  that 
tried  men's  souls,"  have  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  in  asserting 
their  rights  against  the  world ;  who,  as  a  band  of  brothers,  had 
combined  to  build  up  this  fiiir  fabric  of  human  liberty,  are  now 
almost  in  the  act  of  turning  their  fi-atricidal  arms  against  each 
other's  bosoms.  All  other  parties  that  have  existed  in  our 
country,  were  segregated  on  questions  of  policy  aflecting  the 
whole  nation  and  each  individual  composing  it  alike ;  thev  per- 
vaded every  section  of  the  Union,  and  the  acerbity  of  political 
strife  was  soflened  by  the  ties  of  blood,  friendship,  and  neigh- 
borhood association.  Moreover,  these  parties  were  constantly 
changing,  on  account  of  the  influence  mutually  exerted  by  the 
members  of  each ;  the  Federalist  of  yesterday  becomes  the  Re- 
publican of  to-day,  and  Whigs  and  Democrats  change  their 
party  allegiance  with  every  change  of  leaders.  If  the  repub- 
licans mismanaged  the  government,  they  suffered  the  consequen- 
ces alike  with  the  federalists;  if  the  democrats  plunged  our 
country  into  difficulties,  they  had  to  abide  the  penalty  as  well 
as  the  whigs.  All  parties  alike  had  to  suffer  the  evils,  or  enjoy 
the  advantages  of  bad  or  good  government  But  it  has  been 
reserved  to  our  own  times  to  witness  the  rise,  growth,  and  prev- . 
alence  of  a  party  confined  exclusively  to  one  section  of  the 
Union,  whose  fundamental  principle  is  opposition  to  the  rights 
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and  interests  of  the  other  section ;  and  this,  too,  when  those 
rights  are  most  sacredly  guamnteed,  and  those  interests  pro- 
tected, by  that  compact  under  which  we  became  a  united  nation. 
In  a  free  government  hke  ours,  the  eclecticism  of  parties — by 
which  we  mean  the  affinity  by  which  the  members  of  a  pait}' 
unite  on  questions  of  national  policy,  by  which  all  sections  of 
the  country  are  aUkc  aflected — has  always  been  con5?idcred  as 
highly  conducive  to  the  purity  and  integiity  of  the  government, 
and  one  of  the  abuses  most  promotive  of  its  perpetuity.  Such 
has  been  the  case,  not  only  in  our  own  country,  but  also  in 
Engbmd,  fi-om  whom  we  have  mainly  derived  our  ideas  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty,  and  even,  to  some  extent,  our  I'orm  of 
government  But  there,  the  case  of  oppressed  and  down-trod- 
den Ireland,  beai-s  witness  to  the  baneful  eflects  of  geographical 
partizan  government  and  legislation. 

In  our  own  countrj^  this  same  spirit,  which  had  its  origin  in 
the  Missouri  contest,  is  now  beginning  to  produce  its  legitimate 
fruits :  witness  the  growing  distrust  with  which  the  people  of 
the  North  and  the  South  begin  to  regard  each  other;  the  dimi- 
nution of  Southern  travel,  either  for  business  or  pleasure,  in  the 
Northern  States ;  the  eftbrt§  of  each  section  to  develop  its  own 
resources,  so  as  virtually  to  render  it  independent  of  the  other ; 
the  enactment  of  "  unfriendly  legislation,"  in  sevend  of  the 
States,  towards  other  Stales  of  the  Union,  or  their  citizens ; 
the  contest  for  the  exclusive  possession  of  the  territories,  the 
common  property  of  the  Stales ;  the  anarchy  and  bloodshed  in 
Kansas ;  the  exasperation  of  parties  throughout  the  Union ;  the 
attempt  to  nullify,  by  popular  clamor,  the  decision  of  the 
supreme  tribunal  of  our  country ;  the  existence  of  the  *'  under- 
ground railroad,"  and  of  a  party  in  the  North  organized  for  the 
express  purpose  of  robbing  the  citizens  of  the  Southern  States  of 
their  property;  the  almost  daily  occurrence  of  fugitive  slave  mobs; 
the  total  insecurity  of  slave  property  in  the  border  States;* 


•  Strange  that  wc  should  be  compeUod  to  call  those  lorder  States,  which  lie  in 
the  very  midst  of  our  Union. 
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the  attempt  to  circulate  incendiary  documents  among  the 
skves  in  the  Southern  States,  and  the  flooding  of  the  whole 
country  with  the  most  false  and  malicious  misrepresentations  of 
the  state  of  society  in  the  slave  States ;  the  attempt  to  produce 
division  among  us,  and  to  aiTay  one  portion  of  our  citizens  in 
deadly  hostility  to  the  other ;  and  finally,  the  recent  attempt  to 
excite,  at  Harper's  Ferry,  and  throughout  the  South,  an  insur- 
rection, and  a  civil  and  servile  war,  with  all  its  attendant  horrors. 
All  these  facts  go  to  prove  that  there  is  a  great  wrong  some- 
where, and  that  a  part,  or  the  whole,  of  the  American  people  are 
demented,  and  huiTying  down  to  swift  destruction.  To  ascer- 
tain where  this  great  wrong  and  evil  lies,  to  point  out  the  rem- 
edy, to  disabuse  the  public  mind  of  all  erroneous  impressions  or 
prejudices,  to  combat  all  false  doctrines  on  this  subject,  and  to 
establish  the  truth,  shall  be  the  aim  of  the  following  pages.  In 
preparing  them  we  have  consulted  the  works  of  most  of  the 
writers  on  both  sides  of  this  question,  as  well  as  the  statistics 
and  history  tending  to  throw  light  upon  the  subject  To  this 
we  would  invite  the  candid  and  dispassionate  attention  of  every . 
patriot  and  philanthropist  To  all  such  we  would  say,  in  the 
language  of  the  Roman  bard, 

"  Si  quid  novisti  vectius  istis, 
Candidas  impcrti ;  si  uon, 
His  utere  mecum." 

In  the  following  pages,  the  words  slave  and  slavery  are  not 
used  in  the  sense  commonly  understood  by  the  abolitionists. 
With  them  these  terms  are  contradistinguished  from  servants 
and  servitude.  According  to  their  definition,  a  slave  is  merely 
a  '^  chattel "  in  a  human  form ;  a  thing  to  be  bought  and  sold, 
and  treated  worse  than  a  brute ;  a  being  without  rights,  privi- 
leges, or  duties.  Now,  if  this  is  a  correct  definition  of  the 
word,  we  totally  object  to  the  term,  and  deny  that  we  have  any 
such  institution  as  slavery  among  us.  We  recognize  among  us 
no  class,  which,  as  the  abolitionists  falsely  assert,  that  the 
Supreme  Court  decided  "  had  no  rights  which  a  white  man  was 
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bound  to  respect."  The  words  slave  and  servant  are  perfectly 
synonymous,  and  differ  only  in  being  derived  from  different 
languages ;  the  one  &om  Sclavonic,  the  other  from  the  Latin, 
just  as  feminine  and  womanly  are  respectively  of  Latin  and 
Saxon  origin.  The  Saxon  synonym  thrall  has  become  obsolete 
in  our  language,  but  some  of  its  derivations,  as  thralldom,  are 
still  in  use.  In  Greek  the  same  idea  was  expressed  by  doulosj 
and  in  Hebrew  by  elcd.  The  one  idea  of  servitude,  or  of  obedi- 
ence to  the  will  of  another,  is  accurately  expressed  by  all  these 
terms.  He  who  wishes  to  see  this  topic  thoroughly  examined, 
may  consult  "  Fletcher's  Studies  on  Slavery." 

The  word  slavery  is  used  in  the  following  discussions,  to  ex- 
press the  condition  of  the  African  race  in  our  Southern  States, 
as  also  in  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  in  other  times.  This 
word,  as  defined  by  most  writers,  does  not  truly  express  the 
relation  which  the  African  race  in  our  country,  now  bears  to  the 
white  race.  In  some  parts  of  the  world,  the  relation  has  essen- 
tially changed,  while  the  word  to  express  it  has  remained  the 
same.  In  most  countries  of  the  world,  especially  in  former 
times,  the  persons  of  the  slaves  were  the  absolute  property  of 
the  master,  and  might  be  used  or  abused,  as  caprice  or  passion 
might  dictate.  Under  the  Jewish  law,  a  slave  might  be  beaten 
to  death  by  his  master,  and  yet  the  master  go  entirely  unpun- 
ished, unless  the  slave  died  outright  under  his  hand.  Under 
the  Roman  law,  slaves  had  no  rights  whatever,  and  were  scarcely 
recognized  as  human  beings;  indeed,  they  were  sometimes 
drowned  in  fish-ponds,  to  feed  the  eels.  Such  is  not  the  labor 
system  among  us.  As  an  example  of  faulty  definition,  we  will 
adduce  that  of  Paley :  "  Slavery,"  says  he,  "  is  an  obligation 
to  labor  for  the  benefit  of  the  master,  without  the  contract  or 
consent  of  the  servant."  Waiving,  for  the  present.,  the  accuracy 
of  this  definition,  as  far  as  it  goes^  we  would  remark  that  it  is 
only  half  of  the  definition;  the  only  idea  here  conveyed  is  that 
of  compulsory  and  unrequited  labor.  Such  is  not  our  labor- 
system.  Though  we  prefer  the  term  slave,  yet  if  this  be  its 
true  definition,  we  must  protest  against  its  being  applied  to  our 
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system  of  African  servitude,  and  insist  that  some  other  term 
shall  be  used.  The  true  definition  of  the  term,  as  applicable  to 
the  domestic  institution  in  the  Southern  States,  is  as  follows : 
Slavery  is  the  duty  and  obligation  of  the  slave  to  labor  for  the 
mutual  benefit  of  both  master  and  slave,  under  a  warrant  to 
the  slave  of  protection,  and  a  comfortable  subsistence,  under  all 
gircumstances.  The  person  of  the  slave  is  not  property,  no 
matter  what  the  fictions  of  the  law  may  say ;  but  the  right  to 
his  labor  is  property,  and  may  be  transferred  like  any  other 
property,  or  as  the  right  to  the  services  of  a  minor  or  an 
apprentice  may  be  transferred.  Nor  is  the  labor  of  the  slave 
solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  master,  but  for  the  benefit  of  all 
concerned;  for  himself,  to  repay  the  advances  made  for  his 
support  in  childhood,  for  present  subsistence,  and  for  guardian- 
ship and  protection,  and  to  accumulate  a  fund  for  sickness,  dis- 
ability, and  old  age.  The  master,  as  the  head  of  the  system, 
has  a  right  to  the  obedience  and  labor  of  the  slave,  but  the 
slave  has  also  his  mutual  rights  in  the  master;  the  right  of 
protection,  the  right  of  counsel  and  guidance,  the  right  of  sub- 
sistence, the  right  of  care  and  attention  in  sickness  and  old 
age.  He  has  also  a  right  in  his  master  as  the  sole  arbiter  in  all 
his  wrongs  and  difficulties,  and  as  a  merciful  judge  and  dis- 
penser of  law  to  award  the  penalty  of  his  misdeeds.  Such  is 
American  slavery,  or  as  Mr.  Henry  Hughes  happily  terms  it, 
*^  Warranteeism." 

In  order  that  the  subject  of  American  slavery  may  be 
thoroughly  discussed,  we  have  availed  ourselves  of  the  labors 
of  several  of  the  ablest  writers  in  the  Union.  These  have 
been  taken,  not  from  one  section  only,  but  from  both  sections 
of  our  country.  It'  is  true,  most  of  them  are  citizens  of 
the  Southern  States,  and  for  this  there  is  a  good  and  obvious 
reason ;  no  one  can  correctly  discuss  this  subject,  or  any  other, 
who  is  practically  unacquainted  with  it  This  was  the  error 
of  the  French  nation,  when  they  undertook  to  legislate  the 
Afiican  savages  of  St  Domingo  into  free  citizens  of  the  model 
republic ;  of  the  English  nation  when  they  undertook  to  inter- 
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fere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  their  colonies ;  and  thus  must  it 
always  be,^when  men  undertake  to  think  or  write,  or  act,  in 
reference  to  any  subject,  of  whose  fundamental  truths,  they  are 
profoundly  ignorant  It  is  true,  that  in  every  part  of  the  civil- 
ized world  there  are  noble  minds,  rising  superior  to  the  preju- 
dices of  education,  and  the  influence  of  the  society  in  which 
they  are  placed,  and  defending  the  truth  for  its  own  sake;  to 
all  such  we  render  their  due  homage. 

It  is  objected  to  the  defenders  of  American  slaveiy,  that 
they  have  changed  their  ground ;  that  from  being  apologists  for 
it  as  an  inevitable  evil,  they  have  become  its  defenders  as  a 
social  and  political  good,  morally  right,  and  sanctioned  by  the 
Bible  and  by  God  himself  This  charge  is  unjust,  as  by  refer- 
ence to  a  few  historical  fects  will  abundantly  appear.  The  pre- 
sent slave  States  had  little  or  no  agency  in  the  first  introduction 
of  Africans  into  this  country;  this  was  achieved  by  the 
Northern  commercial  States  and  by  Great  Britain.  ^Vherever 
the  climate  suited  the  negro  constitution,  slavery  was  profitable 
and  flourished;  where  the  climate  was  unsuitable,  slavery 
was  unprofitable,  and  died  out  Most  of  the  slaves  in  the 
Northern  States  were  sent  southward  to  a  more  congenial  clime. 
Upon  the  introduction  into  Congress  of  the  first  abolition 
discussions,  by  John  Quincy  Adams,  and  Joshua  Giddings, 
Southern  men  altogether  refused  to  engage  in  the  debate,  or 
even  to  receive  petitions  on  the  subject  They  averred  that  no 
good  could  grow  out  of  it,  but  only  unmitigated  evil. 

The  agitation  of  the  aboUtion  question  had  commenced  in 
France  during  the  horrors  of  her  first  revolution,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Red  RepubUcans;  it  had  pervaded  England 
until  it  achieved  the  ruin  of  her  West  India  colonies,  and  by 
anti-slavery  missionaries  it  had  been  introduced  into  our  North- 
ern States.  During  all  this  agitation  the  Southern  States  had 
been  quietly  minding  their  own  business,  regardless  of  all  the 
turmoil  abroad.  They  had  never  investigated  the  subject 
theoretically,  but  they  were  well  acquainted  with  all  its  practical 
workings.     They   had  received  from  Africa  a  few  hundred 


INTRODUCTION.  j^ 

thousand  pagan  savages,  and  bad  developed  tbem  into  millions 
of  civilized  Christians,  happy  in  themselves,  and  Jii|||ful  to  the 
TOild.  They  had  never  made  the  inquiry  whether  the  system 
were  fundamentally  wrong,  but  they  judged  it  by  its.  fruits,  which 
were  beneficent  to  all  When  therefore  they  were  charged  with 
upholding  a  moral,  social,  and  political  evil;  and  its  immediate 
abolition  was  demanded,  as  a  matter  not  only  of  policy,  but 
also  of  justice  and  right,  their  reply  was,  we  have  never  investi- 
gated the  subject.  Our  fathers  lefl  it  to  us  as  a  legacy,  we 
have  grown  up  with  it;  it  has  grown  with  our  growth,  and 
strengthened  with  our  strength,  until  it  is  now  incorporated 
with  every  fibre  of  our  social  and  political  existence.  What 
you  say  concerning  its  evils  may  be  true  or  felse,  but  we  clearly 
see  that  your  remedy  involves  a  vastly  greater  evil,  to  the  slav^ 
to  the  master,  to  our  common  country,  and  to  the  world.  We 
understand  the  nature  of  the  negro  race ;  and  in  the  rdation 
in  which  the  providence  of  God  has  placed  them  to  us,  they 
are  happy  and  usefiil  members  of  society,  and  are  fast  rising  in 
the  scale  of  intelligence  and  civilization,  and  the  time  may  come 
when  they  will  be  capable  of  enjoying  the  blessings  of  fireedom 
and  selfgovemment.  We  are  instructing  them  in  the  principles 
of  our  common  Christianity,  and  in  many  instances  have  al- 
ready taught  them  to  read  the  word  of  life.  But  we  know  that 
the  time  has  not  yet  come ;  that  this  liberty  which  is  a  blessing 
to  U8y  would  be  a  curse  to  them.  Besides,  to  us  and  to  you, 
such  a  violent  disruption  would  be  most  disastrous,  it  would 
topple  to  its  foundations  the  whole  social  and  political  edifice. 
Moreover,  we  have  had  warning  on  this  subject.  Godwin  his 
providence,  has  permitted  the  emancipation  of  the  African  race 
in  a  few  of  the  islands  contiguous  to  our  shoi'es,  and  far  firom 
being  elevated  thereby  to  the  condition  of  Christian  freemen, 
they  have  rapidly  retrograded  to  the  state  of  pagan  savages. 
The  value  of  property  in  those  islands  has  rapidly  depreciated, 
their  production  has  vastly  diminished,  and  their  commerce  and 
usefulness  to  the  world  is  destroyed.  We  wish  not  to  subject 
either  ourselves  or  our  dependents  to  such  a  fate.     God  has 
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placed  them  in  our  hands^  and  he  holds  us  responsible  for  our 
course  of  policy  towards  them. 

This  courteous,  common-sense,  and  practical  reply,  far  from 
closing  the  mouths  of  the  agitators,  only  encouraged  them  to 
redouble  their  exertions,  and  to  imbitter  the  epithets  which  they 
hurled  at  the  slave-holders.  They  exhausted  the  vocabulary 
of  billingsgate  in  denouncing  those  guilty  of  this  most  henious 
of  all  sins,  and  charged  them  in  plain  terms,  with  being  afraid 
to.investigate  or  to  discuss  the  subject.  Thus  goaded  into  it, 
many  commenced  the  investigation.  Then  for  the  first  time  did 
the  Southern  people  take  a  position  on  this  subject.  It  is  due 
to  a  citizen  of  this  State,  the  Rev.  J.  Smylie,  to  say  that  he 
was  the  first  to  promulgate  the  truth,  as  deduced  from  the 
Bible,  on  the  subject  of  slavery.  He  was  followed  by  a  host 
of  others,  who  discussed  it  not  only  in  the  light  of  revelation 
and  morals,  but  as  consistent  with  the  Federal  Constitution  and 
the  Declaration  of  Independence ;  until  many  of  those  who  had 
commenced  their  career  of  abolition  agitation  by  reasoning 
from  the  Bible  and  the  Constitution,  were  compelled  to  acknowl- 
edge that  they  both  were  hopelessly  pro-slavery,  and  to  cry : 
**  give  us  an  anti-slavery  constitution,  an  anti-slavery  Bible,  and 
an  anti-slavery  Gtod."  To  such  straits  are  men  reduced  by  fa- 
naticism. It  is  here  worthy  of  remark,  that  most  of  the  early 
abolition  propagandists,  many  of  whom  commenced  as  Christian 
ministers,  have  ended  in  downright  infidelity.  Let  us  then  hear 
no  more  of  this  charge,  that  the  defenders  of  slavery  have 
changed  their  ground;  it  is  the  abolitionists  who  have  been 
compelled  to  appeal  to  "a  higher  law,"  not  only  than  the 
Federal  Constitution,  but  also,  than  the  law  of  God.  This  is  the 
inevitable  result  when  men  undertake  to  be  *^  wise  above  what 
is  written."  The  Apostle,  in  the  Epistle  to  Timothy,  has  not  only 
explicitly  laid  down  the  law  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  but  has, 
with  prophetic  vision,  drawn  the  exact  portrait  of  our  modern 
abolitionists. 

"  Let  as  many  servants  as  are  under  the  yoke  count  their 
own  masters  worthy  of  all  honor,  that  the  name  of  God  and  his 
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doctrine  be  not  blasphemed.  And  they  that  have  believing 
masters,  let  them  not  despise  them,  because  they  are  brethren ; 
but  rather  do  them  service,  because  they  are  faithful  and  be- 
loved, partakers  of  the  benefit.  These  things  teach  and  exhort 
If  any  man  teach  otherwise,  and  consent  not  to  wholesome 
words,  even  the  words  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  to  the 
doctrine  which  is  according  to  godliness,  he  is  proud,  knowing 
nothing,  but  doting  about  questions  and  strifes  of  words,  where- 
of cometh  envy,  strife,  railings,  evil  surmisings,  perverse 
disputings,  of  men  of  corrupt  minds  and  destitute  of  the 
truth,  supposing  that  gain  is  godliness;  from  such  withdraw 
thyself." 

Can  any  words  more  accurately  and  vividly  portray  the 
character  and  conduct  of  the  abolitionists,  or  more  plainly  point 
out  the  results  of  theur  eflTorts  ?  Is  it  any  wonder  that  after 
having  received  such  a  castigation,  they  should  totally  repudi- 
ate the  authority  of  God's  law,  and  say,  "  Not  thy  will,  but  mine 
be  done."  It  is  here  explicitly  declared  that  this  doctrine,  the 
obedience  of  slaves  to  theur  masters,  are  the  words  of  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ ;  and  the  arguments  of  its  opposers  are  character- 
ized as  doting  sillily  about  questions  and  strifes  of  words,  and 
therefore  unworthy  of  reply  and  refutation.  But  the  conse- 
quences are  more  serious ;  look  at  the  catalogue.  Envy,  the 
root  of  the  evil ;  strife,  see  the  divisions  in  our  churches, 
and  in  our  political  communities ;  railings,  their  calling  slave- 
holders robbers,  thieves,  murderers,  outlaws;  evil  surmisings, 
can  any  good  thing  come  out  of  Nazareth,  or  from  the  Slave 
States  ?  Perverse  •  disputings  of  men  of  corrupt  minds,  their 
wresting  the  Scriptures  from  their  plain  and  obvious  meaning  to 
compel  them  to  teach  abolitionism.  Finally ;  the  duty  of  all 
Christians :  firom  such  withdraw  thyself 

The  monographs  embraced  in  this  compendium  of  discussions 
on  slavery,  were  written  at  different  periods;  some  of  them 
several  years  ago,  and  some  of  them  were  prepared  expressly 
for  this  work,  and  some  have  been  re-written  in  order  to  con- 
tinue the  subject  down  to  the  present  time.     There  is  this  fur- 
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ther  advantage  in  combining  works  of  different  dates,  that  by 
comparing  them  it  is  evident  that  the  earlier  and  later  writers 
both  stood  on,  substantially,  the  siime  ground,  and  take  the 
same  general  views  of  the  institution.  The  charge  of  incon- 
sistency must,  therefore,  fell  to  the  ground.  To  the  reading 
public,  most  of  the  matter  contained  in  these  pages  will  be  new ; 
as,  though  some  of  them  have  been  before  the  public  for  several 
years,  they  have  had  but  a  limited  circulation,  no  efforts  having 
.been  made  by  the  Southern  people  to  scatter  them  broadcast 
throughout  the  land,  in  the  form  of  Sunday  sclwol  hooks^  or 
religious  tracts.  Nor  will  it  be  expected  by  the  reader,  that  the 
authors  of  the  works  on  the  diflerent  topics  embraced  in  this 
discussion,  should  have  been  able  to  confine  their  arguments 
strictly  within  the  assigned  limits.  The  subjects  themselves  so 
inosculate,  that  it  would  be  strange  indeed  if  the  writers  should 
not  occasionally  encroach  upon  each  other's  province ;  but  even 
this,  from  the  variety  of  argument,  and  mode  of  illustration,  will 
be  fbund  interesting. 

The  work  of  Professor  Christy,  on  the  Economical  Relations 
of  Slavery,  contains  a  large  amount  of  the  most  accurate,  valu- 
able and  well  arranged  statistical  matter,  and  his  combinations 
and  deductions  are  remarkable  for  their  philosophical  accuracy. 
He  spent  several  years  in  the  service  of  the  American  Coloniz- 
ation Society,  as  agent  for  Ohio,  and  made  himself  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  results,  both  to  the  blacks  and  whites,  both 
of  slavery  and  emancipation. 

Governor  Hammond  is  too  well  known,  as  an  eminent  states- 
man and  political  writer,  to  require  notice  •  here.  His  letters 
are  addressed  to  Mr.  Clarkson,  of  England,  who,  in  conjunction 
with  Wilberforce,  after  a  long  struggle,  at  last  secured  the  pas- 
sage, by  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  of  acts  to  abolish  the 
slave  trade  and  slavery,  in  the  British  West  India  colonies. 
The  results  of  this  are  vividly  portrayed  by  the  author,  and  his 
predictions  are  now  history. 

Chancellor  Harper,  with  a  master  hand,  draws  a  parallel  be- 
tween the  social  condition  of  communities  where  slave  labor 
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exists  and  where  it  does  not^  and  vindicates  the  South  from  the 
aspei'sions  cast  upon  her. 

Dr.  Bledsoe's  '^  Liberty  and  Slavery,"  or  Slavery  in  the  Light 
of  Moral  Science,  discusses  the  right  or  wrong  of  slavery,  ex- 
poses the  fallacies,  and  answers  the  arguments  of  the  abolition- 
ists. His  established  reputation  as  an  accurate  reasoner,  and  a 
forcible  writer,  guarantees  the  excellence  of  this  work. 

Dr.  Stringfellow's  Slavery  in  the  Light  of  Divine  Revelation, 
and  Dr.  Hodge's  Bible  Argument  on  Slavery,  form  a  synopsis 
of  the  whole  theological  argument  on  the  subject  The  plain 
and  obvious  teachings,  of  both  Old  and  New  Testament,  are 
given  with  such  irresistible  force  as  to  carry  conviction  to  every 
mind,  except  those  wedded  to  the  theory  of  a  "  Higher  Law  " 
than  the  Law  of  God. 

Dr.  Cartwriglit's  "  Ethnology  of  the  African  Race,"  are  the 
results  of  the  observation  and  experience  of  a  hfetime,  spent  in 
an  extensive  practice  of  medicine  in  the  midst  of  the  race.  He 
has  had  the  best  of  opportunities  for  becoming  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  idiosyncrasies  of  this  race,  and  he  has 
well  improved  them.  That  the  negro  is  now  an  inferior  species, 
or  at  least  variety  of  the  human  race,  is  well  established,  and 
must,  we  think,  be  admitted  by  all.  That  by  himself  he  has 
never  emerged  from  barbarism,  and  even  when  partly  civilized 
under  the  control  of  the  white  man,  he  speedily  returns  to  the 
same  state,  if  emancipated,  are  now  indubitable  truths.  Whether 
or  not,  under  our  system  of  slavery,  he  can  ever  be  so  elevated 
as  to  be  worthy  of  freedom,  time  and  the  providence  of  God 
alone  can  determine.  The  most  encouraging  results  have 
already  been  achieved  by  American  slavery,  in  the  elevation  of 
the  negro  race  in  our  midst ;  as  they  are  now  as  far  superior  to 
the  natives  of  Africa,  as  the  whites  are  to  them.  In  a  religious 
point  of  view,  also,  there  is  great  encouragement,  as  there  are 
twice  as  many  communicants  of  Christian  churches  among  our 
slaves,  as  there  are  among  the  heathen  at  all  the  missionary 
stations  in  the  world.  (See  Prof.  Christy's  statistics  in  this 
volume.)     What  the  negroes  might  have  "been,  but  for  the 
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interference  of  the  abolitionists,  it  is  impossible  to  conjecture. 
That  their  influence  has  only  been  unmitigated  evil,  we  have, 
the  united  testimony,  both  of  themselves  and  of  the  slave  hold- 
ers. (See  Dr.  Beecher's  late  sermon  on  the  Harper's  Ferry 
trials.) 

To  show  what  has  been  the  uniform  course  of  Christians  in 
the  South  towards  the  slaves,  we  will  quote  from  the  first  pas- 
toral letter  of  the  Synod  of  the  Carolinas  and  Georgia,  to  the 
churches  under  their  care. 

After  addressing  husbands  and  wives,  parents  and  children, 
on  their  relative  duties,  the  Synod  continues,  "But  parents  and 
heads  of  iamilies,  think  it  not  surprising  that  we  inform  you 
that  God  has  committed  others  to  your  care,  besides  your  nat- 
ural ofispring,  in  the  welfare  of  whose  souls  you  are  also  deeply 
interested,  and  whose  salvation  you  are  bound  to  endeavor  to 
promote — we  mean  your  slaves ;  poor  creatures !  shall  they  be 
bound  for  life,  and  their  owners  never  once  attempt  to  deliver 
their  souls  from  the  bondage  of  sin,  nor  point  them  to  eternal 
freedom  through  the  blood  of  the  Son  of  God !  On  this  sub- 
ject we  beg  leave  to  submit  to  your  consideration  the  conduct 
of  Abraham,  the  father  of  the  faithful,  through  whose  exam- 
ple is  communicated  unto  you  the  commandment  of  God  (Gen. 
xviii :  1 9)  ;  '  For  I  know  him,'  says  God, '  that  he  will  command 
his  children  and  his  household  after  him,  that  they  shall  keep 
the  ways  of  the  Lord,  to  do  justice  and  judgment.' 

"  Masters  and  servants,  attend  to  your  duty — ^in  the  express 
language  of  the  Holy  Ghost — *  servants,  obey  your  masters  in 
all  things;  not  with  eye  service,  as  men-pleasers,  but  in  single- 
ness of  heart,  fearing  God ;  and  whatsoever  you  do,  do  it  heart- 
ily, as  to  the  Lord,  and  not  to  man.  And  you,  masters,  render 
to  your  servants  their  due,  knowing  that  your  master  is  also 
in  heaven,  neither  is  there  respect  of  persons  with  Him.'  And 
let  those  who  govern,  and  those  who  are  governed,  make  the 
object  of  living  in  this  world  be,  to  prepare  to  meet  your  God  and 
judge,  when  all  shall  stand  on  a  level  before  His  bar,  and  receive 
their  decisive  sentence  according  to  the  deeds  done  in  the  body. 
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^'Servants,  be  willing  to  receive  instruction,  and  discourage 
not  your  masters  by  your  stubbornness  or  aversion.  Remem- 
ber, the  interest  is  your  own,  and  if  you  be  wise,  it  will  be 
for  your  own  good ;  spend  the  Sabbath  in  learning  to  ready  and 
in  teaching  your  young  oneSy  instead  of  rambling  abroad  from 
place  to  place ;  a  few  years  will  give  you  many  Sabbaths,  which, 
if  rightly  improved,  will  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose.  Attend, 
also,  on  public  worship,  when  you  have  opportunity,  and  behave 
there  with  decency  and  good  order. 

"  Were  these  relative  duties  conscientiously  practiced,  by  hus- 
bands and  wives,  parents  and  children,  masters  and  servants, 
how  pleasing  would  be  the  sight ;  expressing  by  your  conduct 
pious  Joshua's  resolution,  as  for  me  and  my  house,  we  will  serve 
the  Lord." 

The  argument  on  slavery,  deduced  from  the  law  of  nations, 
we  commend  to  the  special  attention  of  the  candid  reader.  In- 
deed, it  is  from  the  recognition  of  the  duty  of  the  various  races 
and  nations  composing  the  human  family,  to  contribute  then* 
part  for  the  advancement  and  good  of  the  whole,  not  only  that 
slavery  has  existed  in  all  ages,  but  also  that  efforts  have  been, 
and  are  now  being  made,  to  extend  the  benefits  of  civilization 
and  reUgion  to  the  benighted  races  of  the  earth.  This  has  been 
done  in  two  different  ways ;  one  by  sending  the  teacher  forth 
to  the  heathen,  the  other  by  bringing  the  heathen  to  the  teacher. 
•  Both  have  achieved  great  good,  but  the  latter  has  been  the  more 
successful.  Though  the  principles  embraced  in  this  general 
law  of  nations  have  been  acknowledged  and  act.ed  out  in  all 
times,  it  is  due  to  J.  Q.  Adams,  to  state  that  he  first  gave  a 
clear  elucidation  of  those  principles,  so  &r  as  they  apply  to 
commerce. 

Commending  these  arguments  to  the  candid  consideration  of 
every  friend  to  his  country,  we  may  be  permitted  to  express 
the  hope  that  they  will  redound,  not  only  to  the  perpetuity  of 
our  blood-bought  liberties,  but  to  the  glory  of  God,  and  the 
good  of  all  men. 

Port  Gibson,  Miss.,  Jan.  1, 1860. 
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PREFACE  TO  THE  THIRD  EDITION. 


The  first  edition  of  Cotton  is  Ejnq  was  issued  as  an  experi- 
ment. Its  favorable  reception  led  to  further  investigation,  and 
an  enlargement  of  the  work  for  a  second  edition. 

The  present  publishers  have  bought  the  copyright  of  the  third 
edition;  with  the  privilege  of  printing  it  in  the  form  and  manner 
that  may  best  suit  their  purposes.  This  step  severs  the  author 
from  all  further  connection  with  the  work,  and  affords  him  an 
opportunity  of  stating  a  few  of  the  facts  which  led,  originally,  to 
its  production.  He  was  connected  with  the  newspaper  press,  as 
an  editor,  from  1824  till  1836.  This  included  the  period  of  the 
tariff  controversy,  and  the  rise  of  the  anti-slavery  party  of  this 
country.  After  resigning  the  editorial  chair,  he  still  remained 
associated  with  public  affairs,  so  as  to  afford  him  opportunities 
of  observing  the  progress  of  events.  In  1818  he  accepted  an 
appointment  as  Agent  of  the  American  Colonization  Society,  for 
Ohio ;  and  was  thus  brought  directly  into  contact  with  the  ele* 
ments  of  agitation  upon  the  slavery  question,  in  the  aspect  which 
that  controversy  had  then  assumed.  Upon  visiting  Columbus, 
the  seat  of  government  of  the  State,  in  January,  1849,  the  Legis- 
lature,  then  in  session,  was  found  in  great  agitation  about  the 
repeal  of  the  Black  Laws,  which  had  originally  been  enacted  to 
prevent  the  immigration  of  colored  men  into  the  State.    The 
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abolitionists  held  the  balance  of  power,  and  were  uncompromis- 
ing in  their  demands.  To  escape  from  the  diflBculty,  and  prevent 
all  future  agitation  upon  the  subject,  politicians  united  in  erasing 
this  cause  of  disturbance  from  the  statute  book.  The  colored 
people  had  been  in  convention  at  the  capitol ;  and  felt  themselves 
in  a  position,  as  they  imagined,  to  control  the  legislation  of  the 
State.  They  were  encouraged  in  this  belief  by  the  abolitionists, 
and  proceeded  to  effect  an  organization  by  which  black  men  were 
to  stump  the  State  in  advqcacy  of  their  claims  to  an  equality  with 
white  men. 

At  this  juncture  the  Colonization  •  cause  was  brought  before 
the  Legislature,  by  a  memorial  asking  aid  to  send  emigrants  to 
Liberia.  An  appointment  was  also  made,  by  the  agent,  for  a 
Lecture  on  Colonization,  to  be  delivered  in  the  hall  of  tJie  House 
of  Kepresentatives ;  and  respectful  notices  sent  to  the  African 
churches,  inviting  the  colored  people  to  attend.  This  invitation 
was  met  by  them  with  the  publication  of  a  call  for  an  indignation 
meeting;  which,  on  assembling,  denounced  both  the  agent  and 
the  cause  he  advocated,  in  terms  unfitted  to  be  copied  into  this 
work.  One  of  the  resolutions,  however,  has  some  significance,- 
as  foreshadowing  the  final  action  they  contemplated,  and  which 
has  shown  itself  so  futile,  as  a  means  of  redress,  in  the  recent 
Harper's  Ferry  Tragedy.     That  resolution  reads  as  follows : 

.^^Beaolved^ — That  we  will  never  leave  this  country  while  one  of 
our  brethren  groans  in  slavish  fetters  in  the  United  States,  but 
will  remain  on  this  soil  and  contend  for  our  rights,  and  those  of 
our  enslaved  race — upon  the  rostrum — in  the  pulpit — ^in  the 
social  circle,  and  upon  the  field,  if  necessary,  until  liberty  to  the 
captive  shall  be  proclaimed  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
ibis  great  Republic,  or  we  called  from  time  to  eternity."  .. 

Li  the  winter  of  1850,  Mr.  Stanley's  proposition,  to  Congress, 
for  the  appropriation  of  the  last  installment  of  the  Surplus  Ke ve- 
nue to  Colonization,  was  laid  before  the  Ohio  Legislature  for 
approval.  The  colored  people  again  held  meetings,  denouncing 
this  proposition  also,  and  the  following  resolutions,  among  others, 
were  adopted — the  first  at  Columbus  and  the  second  at  Cincinnati : 

^^Reaolved^ — ^That  it  is  our  unalterable  and  eternal  determina- 
tion, as  heretofore  expressed,  to  remain  in  the  United  States  at  all 
hazards,  and  to  '  buffet  the  withering  flood  of  prejudice  and  mis- 
rale,'  which  menaces  our  destruction  until  we  are  exalted,  to  ride 
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trinmphautly  upon  its  foainlDg  billows,  or  houorably  sink  into  its 
destroying  vortex:  although  inducements  may  be  held  out  for  us 
to  emigrate,  in  the  shape  of  odious  and  oppressive  laws,  or  liberal 
appropriations." 

^'Hesolvedy — That  we  should  labor  diligently  to  secure — first, 
the  abolition  of  slavery,  and,  failing  in  this,  the  separation  of  the 
States ;  one  or  the  other  event  being  necessary  to  our  over  enjoy- 
ing in  its  fullness  and  power,  the  privilege  of  an  American 
citizen." 

Again,  some  three  or  four  years  later,  on  tlie  occasion  of  the 
formation  of  the  Ohio  State  Colonization  Society,  another  meet- 
ing was  called,  in  opposition  to  Colonization,  in  the  city  of  Cin- 
cinnati, which,  among  others,  passed  the  following  resolution : 

^^Resolved^ — That  in  our  opinion  the  emancipation  and  eleva- 
tion of  our  enslaved  brethren  depends  in  a  great  measure  upon 
their  brethren  who  are  free,  remaining  in  the  country ;  and  we 
will  remain  to  be  that  ^  agitating  element '  in  American  politics, 
which  Mr  Wise,  in  a  late  letter,  concludes,  has  done  so  much  for 
the  slave." 

Many  similar  resolutions  might  be  quoted,  all  manifesting  a 
determination,  on  the  part^of  the  colored  people,  to  maintain  their 
foothold  in  the  United  States,  until  the  freedom  of  the  slave 
should  be  effected;  and  indicating  an  expectation,  on  their  part, 
that  this  result  would  be  brought  about  by  an  insurrection,  in 
which  they  expected  to  take  a  prominent  part.  In  this  policy 
they  were  encouraged  by  nearly  all  the  opponents  of  Colonization, 
but  especially  by  the  active  members  of  the  organizations  for 
running  off  slaves  to  Canada. 

To* meet  this  state  of  things.  Cotton  is  Einq  was  written.  The 
mad  folly  of  the  Burns'  case,  at  Boston,  in  1854,  proved,  con- 
clusively, that  white  men,  by  the  thousand,  stood  prepared  to 
provoke  a  collision  between  the  North  and  the  South.  The  eight 
hundred  men  who  volunteered  at  Worcester,  and  proceeded  to 
Boston,  on  that  occasion,  with  banner  flying,  showed  that  such  a 
condition  of  public  sentiment  prevailed ;  while,  at  the  same  time, 
the  sudden  dispersion  of  that  valorous  army,  by  a  single  officer 
of  the  general  government,  who,  unaided,  captured  their  leader 
and  bore  off  their  banner,  proved,  as  conclusively,  that  such 
philanthropists  are  not  soldiers — that  promiscuous  crowds  of 
undisciplined  men  are  wholly  imreliable  in  the  hour  of  danger. 
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The  author  would  here  repeat,  then,  that  the  main  object  he  had 
in  view,  in  the  preparation  of  Cotton  ib  King,  was  to  convince 
the  abolitionists  of  the  utter  failure  of  their  plans,  and  that  the 
policy  they  had  adopted  was  productive  of  results,  the  opposite  of 
what  they  wished  to  effect; — that  British  and  American  abol- 
itionists, in  destroying  tropical  cultivation  by  emancipation  in  the 
West  Indies,  and  opposing  its  promotion  in  Africa  by  Coloniza- 
tion, had  given  to  slavery  in  the  United  States  its  prosperity  and 
its  power ; — that  the  institution  was  no  longer  to  be  controlled  by 
moral  or  physical  force,  but  had  become  wholly  subject  to  the 
laws  of  Political  Economy ; — and  that,  therefore,  labor  in  tropical 
countries,  to  supply  tropical  products  to  commerce,  and  not  insur- 
rection in  the  United  States,  was  the  agency  to  be  employed  by 
those  who  would  successfully  oppose  the  extension  of  American 
Slavery :  for,  just  as  long  as  the  hands  of  the  free  should  persist 
in  refusing  to  supply  the  demands  of  commerce  for  cotton,  just  so 
long  it  would  continue  to  be  obtained  from  those  of  the  slave. 

It  will  be  seen  in  the  perusal  of  the  present  edition,  that  Great 
Britain,  in  her  efforts  to  promote  cotton  cultivation  in  India  and 
Africa,  now  acts  upon  this  principle,  and  that  she  thereby  ac- 
knowledges the  truth  of  the  views  which  the  author  has  advanced. 
It  will  be  seen  also,  that  to  check  American  slavery  and  prevent 
a  renewal  of  the  slave  trade  by  American  planters,  she  has  even 
determined  to  employ  the  slaves  of  Africa  in  the  production  of 
cotton :  that  is  to  say,  the  slavery  of  America  is  to  be  opposed  by 
arraying  against  it  the  slavery  of  Africa — the  petty  chiefs  there 
being  required  to  force  their  slaves  to  the  cotton  patches,  that  tbe 
masters  here  may  find  a  diminishing  market  for  the  products  of 
their  plantations. 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  remarked,  that  the  author  has  had 
many  opportunities  of  conversing  with  colored  men,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  emigration  to  Africa,  and  they  have  almost  uniformly- 
opposed  it  on  the  ground  that  they  would  be  needed  here.  Some 
of  them,  in  defending  their  conduct,  revealed  the  grounds  of  their 
hopes.  But  details  on  this  point  are  unnecessary.  The  subject  is 
referred  to,  only  as  affording  an  illustration  of  the  extent  to  which 
ignorant  men  may  become  the  victims  of  dangerous  delusions. 
The  sum  of  the  matter  was  about  this :  the  colored  people,  they 
said,  had  organizations  extending  from  Canada  to  Louisiana,  by 
means  of  which  information  could  be  communicated  throughout 
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the  South,  when  the  blow  for  freedom  was  to  be  struck.  Phi- 
lanthropic white  men  were  expected  to  take  sides  against  the 
oppressor,  while  those  occupying  neutral  ground  would  offer  no 
resistance  to  the  passage  of  forces  from  Canada  and  Ohio  to  Vir- 
ginia and  Kentucky.  Once  upon  slave  territory,  they  imagined 
the  work  of  emancipation  would  be  easily  executed,  as  every 
slave  would  rush  to  the  standard  of  freedom. 

These  schemes  of  the  colored  people  were  viewed,  at  the  time, 
as  the  vagaries  of  over  excited  and  ignorant  minds,  dreaming  of 
the  repetition  of  Egyptian  miracles  for  their  deliverance;  and 
were  subjects  of  regret,  only  because  they  operated  as  barriers  to 
Colonization.  But  when  a  friend  placed  in  the  author's  hand,  a 
few  days  since,  a  copy  of  the  GhatTiam  (Canada  West)  WeeJdy 
PUot^  of  October  13,  he  could  see  that  the  seed  sown  at  Columbus 
in  1849,  had  yielded  its  harvest  of  bitterness  and  disappointment 
at  Harper's  Ferry  in  1859.  That  paper  contained  the  proceedings 
and  resolutions  of  the  colored  men,  at  Chatham,  on  the  3d  of  that 
month,  in  which  the  annexed  resolution  was  included: 

"  Resolved^ — ^That  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  crisis  will  soon 
occur  in  the  United  States  to  affect  our  friends  and  countrymen 
there,  we  feel  it  the  duty  of  every  colored  person  to  make  the 
Canadas  their  homes.  The  temperature  and  salubrity  of  the 
climate,  and  the  productiveness  and  fertility  of  the  soil  afford 
ample  field  for  their  encouragement.  To  hail  their  enslaved 
bondmen  upon  their  deliverance,  in  the  glorious  kingdom  of 
British  Liberty,  in  the  Canadas,  we  cordially  invite  the  fr^e 
and  the  bond,  the  noble  and  the  ignoble — ^we  have  no  'Dred 
Scott  Law.' " 

The  occasion  which  called  out  this  resolution,  together  with  a 
number  of  others,  was  the  delivery  of  a  lecture,  on  the  3d  of 
October  last,  by  an  agent  from  Jamaica,  who  urged  them  to  emi- 
grate to  that  beautiful  island.  The  import  of  this  resolution  will 
be  better  understood,  when  it  is  remembered,  that  the  organiza- 
tion of  Brown's  insurrectionary  scheme  took  place,  in  this  same 
city  of  Chatham,  on  the  8th  of  May  last.  The  "  crisis  "  which 
was  soon  to  occur  in  the  United  States,  and  the  importance  of 
every  colored  man  remaining  at  his  post,  at  that  particular  junc- 
ture, as  urged  by  the  resolutions,  all  indicate,  very  clearly,  that 
Brown's  movements  were  known  to  the  leaders  of  the  meeting, 
and  that  they  desired  to  co-operate  in  the  movement.    The  spirit 
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breathed  by  the  whole  series  of  the  Chatham  resolutions,  is  so 
fully  in  accord  with  those  passed  from  time  to  time  in  the  United 
States,  that  there  is  no  difficulty  in  perceiving  that  the  views, 
expectations,  and  hopes  of  the  colored  people  of  both  countries 
have  been  the  same.  The  Chatham  meeting  was  on  the  night  of 
the  3d  October,  and  the  outbreak  of  Brown  on  that  of  the  16th. 

But  the  failure  of  the  Harper's  Ferry  movement  should  now 
serve  as  convincing  proof,  that  nothing  can  be  gained,  by  such 
means,  for  the  African  race.  No  successful  organization,  for  their 
deliverance,  can  be  effected  in  this  country ;  and  foreign  aid  is 
out  of  the  question,  not  only  because  foreign  nations  will  not 
wage  war  for  a  philanthropic  object,  but  because  they  cannot  do 
without  our  cotton  for  a  single  year.  They  are  very  nnich  in  the 
condition  of  our  Northern  politicians,  since  the  old  party  land- 
marks have  been  broken  down.  The  slavery  question  is  the  only 
one  left,  upon  which  any  enthusiasm  can  be  awakened  among  the 
people.  The  negro  is  to  American  politics  what  cotton  is  to 
European  manufactures  and  commerce — the  controlling  element. 
As  the  overthrow  of  American  slavery,  with  the  consequent  sus- 
pension of  the  motion  of  the  spindles  and  looms  of  Europe,  would 
bring  ruin  upon  millions  of  its  population ;  so  the  dropping  of  the 
negro  question,  in  American  politics,  would  at  once  destroy  the 
prospects  of  thousands  of  aspirants  to  office.  In  ninety-nine 
cases  out  of  a  hundred,  the  clamor  against  slavery  is  made  only 
for  effect;  and  there  is  not  now,  nor  has  there  been  at  any 
other  period,  any  intention  on  the  part  of  political  agitators  to 
wage  actual  war  against  the  slave  States  themselves.  But  while 
the  author  believes  that  no  intention  of  exciting  to  insurrection 
ever  existed  among  leading  politicians  at  the  North,  he  must 
express  the  opinion  that  evil  has  grown  out  of  the  policy  they 
have  pursued,  as  it  has  excited  the  free  negro  to  attempts  at  in- 
surrection, by  leading  him  to  believe  that  they  were  in  earnest 
in  their  professions  of  prosecuting  the  "  irrepressible  conflict, " 
between  freedom  and  slavery,  to  a  termination  destructive  to  tlic 
South ;  and,  lured  by  this  hope,  he  has  been  led  to  consider  it  his 
duty,  as  a  man,  to  stand  prepared  for  Mr  Jefferson's  crisis,  in 
which  Omnipotence  would  be  arrayed  upon  his  side.  This  stand 
he  has  been  induced  to  take  from  principles  of  honor,  instead  of 
seeking  new  fields  of  enterprise  in  which  to  better  his  condition. 

But  there  is  another  evil  to  the  colored  man,  which  has  grown 
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out  of  northern  agitation  on  the  question  of  slavery.  The  contro- 
versy is  one  of  such  a  peculiar  nature,  that  any  needed  modifica- 
tion of  it  can  be  made,  by  politicians,  to  suit  whatever  emergency 
may  arise.  The  Burns'  case  convinced  them  that  many  men, 
white  and  black,  were  then  prepared  for  treason.  This  was  a 
step,  however,  that  voters  at  large  disapproved;  and,  not  only 
was  it  unpopular  to  advocate  the  forcing  of  emancipation  upon 
the  slave  States,  but  it  seemed  equally  repugnant  to  the  people  to 
have  the  North  filled  with  free  negroes.  The  free  colored  man 
was,  therefore,  given  to  understand,  that  slavery  was  not  to  be 
disturbed  in  the  States  where  it  had  been  already  established. 
But  this  was  not  all.  He  had  to  have  another  lesson  in  the  phi- 
lo^oi)liy  of  dissolving  scenes^  as  exhibited  in  the  great  political 
magic  lantern.  Nearly  all  the  Western  States  had  denied  him  an 
equality  with  the  white  man,  in  the  adoption  or  modification  of 
their  constitutions.  He  looked  to  Elansas  for  justice,  and  lo  I  it 
came.  The  first  constitution,  adopted  by  the  free  State  men  of 
tliut  territory,  excluded  the  free  colored  man  from  the  rights  of 
citizenship  1  "Why  is  this,"  said  the  author,  to  a  leading  German 
politician  of  Cincinnati :  "  why  have  the  free  State  men  excluded 
the  free  colored  people  from  the  proposed  State?"  "Oh,"  he 
replied,  "we  want  it  for  our  sons — ^for  white  men, — and  we  want 
the  nigger  out  of  our  way:  we  neither  want  him  there  as  a  slave 
or  freeman,  as  in  either  case  his  presence  tends  to  degrade  labor." 
This  is  not  all.  Nearly  every  slave  State  is  legislating  the  free 
colored  men  out  of  their  bounds,  as  a  "disturbing  element" 
which  their  people  are  determined  no  longer  to  tolerate.  Here, 
then,  is  the  result  of  the  efibrts  of  the  free  colored  man  to  sustain 
himself  in  the  midst  of  the  whites ;  and  here  is  the  evil  that  po- 
Utical  agitation  has  brought  upon  him. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  author  believes  he  will  be  per- 
forming a  nseful  service,  in  bringing  the  quesSon  of  the  economi- 
cal relations  of  American  slavery,  once  more,  prominently  before 
the  public.  It  is  time  that  the  true  character  of  the  negro  race, 
as  compared  with  the  white,  in  productive  industry,  should  be 
determined.  Kthe  negro,  as  a  voluntary  laborer,  is  the  equal  of 
the  white  man,  as  the  abolitionists  contend,  then,  set  him  to 
work  in  tropical  cultivation,  and  he  can  accomplish  something 
for  his  race ;  but  if  he  is  incapable  of  competing  with  the  white 
man,  except  in  compulsory  labor, — as  slaveholders  most  sin- 
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cerely  believe  the  history  of  the  race  fully  demonstrateB — 
then  let  the  truth  be  understood  by  the  world,  and  all  efforts  for 
his  elevation  be  directed  to  the  accomplishment  of  the  separa- 
tion of  the  races.  Because,  until  the  colored  men,  who  are  now 
free,  shall  afford  the  evidence  that  freedom  is  best  for  the  race, 
those  held  in  slavery  cannot  escape  from  their  condition  of 
servitude. 

Some  now  and  important  facts  in  relation  to  the  results  of  West 
India  emancipation  are  presented,  which  show,  beyond  question, 
that  the  advancing  productiveness,  claimed  for  these  islands,  is  not 
due  to  any  improvement  in  the  industrial  habits  of  the  negroes, 
but  is  the  result,  wholly,  of  the  introduction  of  immigrant  labor 
fi'om  abroad.  No  advancement,  of  any  consequence,  has  been 
made  where  immigrants  have  not  been  largely  imported ;  and  in 
Jamaica,  which  has  received  but  few,  there  is  a  large  decline  in 
production  from  what  existed  during  eve^  the  first  years  of 
freedom. 

The  present  edition  embraces  a  considerable  amount  of  new 
matter,  having  a  bearing  on  the  condition  of  the  cotton  question, 
and  a  few  other  points  of  public  interest.  Several  new  Statistical 
Tables  have  been  added  to  the  appendix,  that  are  necessary  to  the 
illustration  of  the  topics  discussed ;  and  some  historical  matter 
also,  in  illustration  of  the  early  history  of  slavery  in  the  United 
States. 

Cincinnati,  Januaby  1,  1860. 
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"Cotton  is  Kinq"  has  been  received,  generally,  with  much 
favor  by  the  public.  The  author's  name  having  been  withheld, 
the  book  was  left  to  stand  or  fall  upon  its  own  merits.  The  first 
edition  has  bieen  sold  without  any  special  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
publishers.  As  they  did  not  risk  the  cost  of  stereotyping,  the 
work  has  been  left  open  for  revision  and  enlargement.  No  change 
in  the  matter  of  the  first  edition  has  been  made,  except  a  few 
verbal  alterations  and  the  addition  of  some  qualifying  phrases. 
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Two  short  paragraphs  only  have  been  omitted,  so  as  to  leave  the 
public  documents  and  abolitionists,  only,  to  testify  as  to  the 
moral  condition  of  the  free  colored  people.  The  matter  added  to 
the  present  volume  equals  nearly  one-fourth  of  the  work.  It 
relates  mainly  to  two  points :  Firsts  The  condition  of  the  free 
colored  people;  Second^  The  economical  and  political  relations 
of  slavery.  The  fiacts  given,  it  is  believed,  will  completely  fortify 
all  the  positionifof  the  author,  on  these  questions,  so  far  as  his 
views  have  been  assailed. 

The  field  of  investigation  embraced  in  the  book  is  a  broad  one, 
and  the  sources  of  information  from  which  its  facts  are  derived 
are  accessible  to  but  few.  It  is  not  surprising,  then,' that  strangers 
to  these  iacts,  oh  first  seeing  them  arranged  in  their  philosophical 
relations  and  logical  connection,  should  be  startled  at  their  im- 
port, and  misconceive  the  object  and  motives  of  the  author. 

For  example:  One  reviewer,  in  noticing  the  first  edition, 
asserts  that  the  writer  "endeavors  to  prove  that  slavery  is  a  great 
blessing  in  its  relations  to  agriculture,  manufactures,  and  com- 
merce." The  candid  reader  will  bo  unable  to  find  itny  thing,  in 
the  pages  of  the^'work,  to  justify  such  an  assertion.  The  author 
has  proved  that  the  products  of  slave  labor  are  in  such  universal 
demand,  througK  the  channels  named  by  the  reviewer,  that  it  is 
impracticable,  in  the  existing  condition  of  the  world,  to  overthrow 
the  system  ;  an^i  that  as  the  free  negro  has  demonstrated  his  ina- 
bility to  engage  successfully  in  cotton  culture,  therefore  Ameri- 
can slavery  remains  immovable,  and  presents  a  standing  monu- 
ment of  the  folly  of  those  who  imagined  they  could  efiect  its  over- 
throw by  the  measures  they  pursued.     This  was  the  Author's  aim. 

Another  charges,  that  the  whole  work  is  based  on  a  fallacy, 
and  that  all  its  arguments,  therefore,  are  unsound.  Tlie  fallacy 
of  the  book,  it  is  explained,  consists  in  making  cotton  and  slavery 
indivisible,  and  teaching  that  cotton  can  not  bo  cultivated  except 
by  slave  labor ;  whereas,  in  the  opinion  of  the  objector,  that  staple 
can  be  grown  by  free  labor.  Here,  again,  the  author  is  mis- 
nnderstood.  He  only  teaches  what  is  true  beyond  all  question: 
not  that  free  labor  is  incapable  of  producing  cotton,  but  that  it 
does  not  produce  it  so  as  to  afiect  the  interests  of  slave  labor;  and 
that  the  American  planter,  therefore,  still  finds  himself  in  the 
possession  of  the  monopoly  of  the  market  for  cotton,  and  unable 
to  meet  the  demand  made  upon  him  for  that  staple,  except  by  a 
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vast  enlargement  of  its  cultivation,  requiring  the  employment  of 
an  increased  amount  of  labor  in  its  production. 

Another  says:  "The  real  object  of  the  work  is  an  apology  for 
American  slavery.  Professing  to  repudiate  extremes,  the  author 
pleads  the  necessity  for  the  present  continuance  of  slavery,  founded 
on  economical,  political,  and  moral  considerations."  The  dullest 
reader  can  not  fail  to  perceive  that  the  work  contains  not  one  word 
of  apology  for  the  institution  of  slavery,  nor  the  slightest  wish  for 
its  continuance.  The  author  did  not  suppose  that  Southern  slave 
holders  would  thank  any  Northern  man  to  attempt  an  apology 
for  their  maintaining  what  they  consider  their  rights  under  the 
constitution  ;  neither  did  he  imagine  that  any  plea  for  the  contin- 
uance of  American  slavery  was  needed,  while  the  world  at  large 
is  industriously  engaged  in  supporting  it  by  the  consumption  of 
its  products.  He,  therefore,  neither  attempted  an  apology  for  its 
existence  nor  a  plea  for  its  continuance.  He  was  writing  history 
and  not  recording  his  own  opinions,  about  which  he  never  ima- 
gined the  public  cared  a  fig.  He  was  merely  aiming  at  showing, 
how  an  institution,  feeble  and  ill  supported  in  the  outset,  had  be- 
come one  of  the  most  potent  agents  in  the  advancement  of  civili- 
zation, notwithstanding  the  opposition  it  has  had  to  encounter ; 
and  that  those  who  had  attempted  its  overthrow,  in  consequence  of 
a  lack  of  knowledge  of  the  plainest  principles  of  political  econo- 
my and  of  human  nature  in  its  barbarous  state,  had  contributed, 
more  than  any  other  class  of  persons,  to  produce  this  result. 

Another  charges  the  author  with  ignorance  of  the  recent  pro- 
gress making  in  the  culture  of  cotton,  by  free  labor,  in  India  and 
Algeria;  and  congratulates  his  readers  that,  ''on  this  side  of  the 
ocean,  the  prospects  of  free  soil  and  free  labor,  and  of  free  cotton 
as  one  of  the  products  of  free  soil  and  free  labor,  were  never  so 
fair  as  now."  This  is  a  pretty  fair  example  of  one's  "whistling 
to  keep  his  courage  up,"  while  passing,  in  the  dark,  through 
woods  where  he  thinks  ghosts  are  lurking  on  either  side. 
Algeria  has  done  nothing,  yet,  to  encourage  the  hope  that  Ameri- 
can slavery  will  be  lessened  in  value  by  the  cultivation  of  cotton 
in  Africa.  The  British  custom-house  reports,  as  late  as  Septem- 
ber, 1855,  instead  of  showing  any  increase  of  imports  of  cotton 
from  India,  it  will  be  seen,  exhibit  a  great  falling  ofi*  in  its  sup- 
plies ;  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  best  authorities,  extinguishes 
the  hope  of  arresting  the  progress  of  American  slavery  by  any 
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efforts  made  to  render  Agiatic  free  labor  more  effective.  As  to  the 
prospects  on  this  side  of  the  ocean,  a  glance  at  the  map  will  show, 
that  the  chances  of  growing  cotton  in  Kansas  are  just  as  good,  and 
only  as  good  as  in  Illinois  and  Misaonri,  from  whence  not  a  pound 
is  ever  exported.  Texas  was  careful  to  appropriate  nearly  all  the 
cotton  lands  acquired  from  Mexico,  which  lie  on  the  eastern  side 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains ;  and,  oy  that  act,  all  such  lands,  mainly, 
have  l>een  secured  to  slavery.  Where,  then,  is  free  labor  to  operate, 
even  were  it  ready  for  the  task? 

Another  alleges  that  the  book  is  ^'  a  weak  effort  to  slander  the 
people  of  color."  This  is  a  charge  that  could  have  come  only 
from  a  careless  reader.  The  whole  testimony,  embraced  in  the 
first  edition,  nearly,  as  to  the  economical  failure  of  West  India 
Emancipation,  and  the  moral  degradation  of  the  free  colored 
people,  generally,  is  quoted  from  abolition  authorities,  as  is 
expressly  stated;  not  to  slander  the  people  of  color,  but  to 
show  them  what  the  world  is  to  think  of  them,  on  the  tes- 
timony of  their  particular  friends  and  self-constituted  guard- 
ians. 

Another  objects  to  what  is  said  of  those  who  hold  the  opinion 
that  slavery  is  malum  in  se^  and  who  yet  continue  to  purchase 
and  use  its  products.  On  this  point  it  is  only  necessary  to  say, 
that  the  logic  of  the  book  has  not  been  affected  by  the  sophistry 
employed  against  it ;  and  that  if  those  who  hold  the  per  se  doc- 
trine, and  continue  to  use  slave  labor  products,  dislike  the  charge 
of  being  participes  criminis  with  robbers,  they  must  classify 
slavery  in  some  other  mode  than  that  in  which  they  have  placed 
it  in  their  creeds.  For,  if  they  are  not  partakers  with  thieves, 
then  slavery  is  not  a  system  of  robbery ;  but  if  slavery  be  a  sys- 
tem of  robbery,  as  they  maintain,  then,  on  their  own  principles, 
they  are  as  much  partakers  with  thieves  as  any  others  who  deal 
in  stolen  property. 

The  severest  criticism  on  the  book,  however,  comes  from  one 
who  charges  the  author  with  a  "disposition  to  mislead,  or  an 
ignorance  which  is  inexcusable,"  in  the  use  of  the  statistics  of 
crime,  having  reference  to  the  free  colored  people,  from  1820  to 
1827.  The  object  of  the  author,  in  using  the  statistics  refeiTed 
to,  was  only  to  show  the  reasons  why  the  scheme  of  colonization 
was  then  accepted,  by  the  American  public,  as  a  means  of  relief 
to  the  colored  population,  and  not  to  drag  out  these  sorrowfril 
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facts  to  the  disparagement  of  those  now  lifing.  But  the  reviewer, 
suspicious  of  every  one  who  does  not  adopt  his  abolition  notions, 
suspects  the  author  of  improper  motives,  and  asks:  ''Why  go  so 
far  back,  if  our  author  wished  to  treat  the  subject  fairly?"  Well, 
the  statistics  on  this  dismal  topic  have  been  brought  up  to  the 
latest  date  practicable,  and  the  author  now  leaves  it  to  the  colored 
people  themselves  to  say,  whether  they  have  gained  any  thing  by 
the  reviewer's  zeal  in  their  behalf.  He  will  learn  one  lesson  at 
least,  we  hope,  from  the  result:  that  a  writer  can  use  his  pen  with 
greater  safety  to  his  reputation,  when  he  knows  something  about 
the  subject  he  discusses. 

But  this  reviewer,  warming  in  his  zeal,  undertakes  to  philoso- 
phise, and  says,  that  the  evils  existing  among  tlie  free  colored 
people,  will  be  found  in  exact  proportion  to  the  slowness  of 
emancipation ;  and  complains  that  New  Jersey  was  taken  as  the 
standard,  in  this  respect,  instead  of  Massachusetts,  where,  he 
asserts,  "  all  the  negroes  in  the  commonwealth,  were,  by  the  new 
constitution,  liberated  in  a  day,  and  none  of  the  ill  consequences 
objected  followed^  either  to  the  commonwealth  or  to  individuals." 
The  reviewer  is  referred  to  the  facts,  in  the  present  edition,  where 
he  will  find,  that  the  amount  of  crime,  at  the  date  to  which  he 
refers,  was  six  times  greater  among  the  colored  people  of  Massa- 
chusetts, in  proportion  to  their  numbers,  than  among  those  of 
New  Jersey.  The  next  time  he  undertakes  to  review  Ejno 
Cotton,  it  will  be  best  for  him  not  to  rely  upon  his  imagination, 
but  to  look  at  the  facts.  He  should  be  able  at  least,  when  quot- 
ing a  writer,  to  discriniinato  between  evils  resulting  from  insur- 
rections, and  evils  growing  out  of  common  immoralities.  Expe- 
rience has  taught,  that  it  is  unsafe,  when  calculating  the  results 
of  the  means  of  elevation  employed,  to  reason  from  a  civilized 
to  a  half  civilized  race  of  men. 

The  last  point  that  needs  attention,  is  the  charge  that  the  author 
is  a  slaveholder,  and  governed  by  mercenary  motives.  To  break 
the  force  of  any  such  objection  to  the  work,  and  relieve  it  from 
prejudices  thus  created,  the  veil  is  lifted,  and  the  author's  name 
is  placed  upon  the  title  page. 

The  facts  and  statistics  used  in  the  first  edition,  we]re  brought 
down  to  the  close  of  1854,  mainly,  and  the  arguments  founded 
upon  the  then  existing  state  of  things.  The  year  1853  was  taken 
as  best  indicating  the  relations  of  our  planters  and  farmers  to  the 
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manufactiires  and  commerce  of  the  comitry  and  the  world ;  be- 
cause the  exports  and  imports  of  that  year  were  nearer  an  average 
of  the  commercial  operations  of  the  country  than  the  extraordinary 
year  which  followed ;  and  because  the  author  had  nearly  finished 
his  labors  before  the  results  of  1854  had  been  ascertained.  In 
preparing  the  second  edition  for  the  press,  many  additional  facts, 
of  a  more  recent  date,  have  been  introduced :  all  of  which  tend  to 
prove  the  general  accuracy  of  the  author's  conclusions,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  first  edition. 

Tables  lY  and  Y,  added  to  the  present  edition,  embrace  some 
very  curious  and  instructive  statistics,  in  relation  to  the  increase 
and  decrease  of  .the  free  colored  people,  in  certain  sections,  and 
the  influence  they  appear  to  exert  on  public  sentiment. 


>•» 
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Lr  the  preparation  of  the  following  pages,  the  author  has  aimed 
at  clearness  of  statement,  rather  than  elegance  of  diction.  He 
Bets  up  no  claim  to  literary  distinction ;  and  even  if  he  did,  every 
man  of  classical  taste  knows,  that  a  work,  abounding  in  facts 
and  statistics,  affords  little  opportunity  for  any  display  of  literary 
ability. 

The  greatest  care  has  been  taken,  by  the  author,  to  secure  per- 
fect accuracy  in  the  statistical  information  supplied,  and  in  all  the 
&ctB  stated. 

The  authorities  consulted  are  Brando's  Dictionary  of  Science, 
literature  and  Art;  Porter's  Progress  of  the  British  Nation; 
McCullough's  Commercial  Dictionary;  Encyclopaedia  Americana; 
London  Economist;  De Bow's  Review;  Patent  OflSce  Reports; 
Oongressional  Reports  on  Commerce  and  Navigation ;  Abstract 
of  the  Census  Reports,  1850;  and  Compendium  of  the  Census  Re- 
ports. The  extracts  from  the  Debates  in  Congress,  on  the  Tariff 
Question,  are  copied  from  the  National  Intelligencer. 

The  tabular  statements  appended,  bring  together  the  principal 
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facts,  belonging  to  the  questions  examined,  in  snch  a  manner  that 
their  relations  to  each  other  can  be  seen  at  a  glance. 

The  first  of  these  Tables,  shows  the  date  of  the  origin  of  cotton 
manufactories  in  England,  and  the  amount  of  cotton  annually 
consumed,  down  to  1853 ;  the  origin  and  amount  of  the  exports 
of  cotton  from  the  United  States  to  Europe ;  the  sources  of  Eng- 
land's supplies  of  cotton,  from  countries  other  than  the  United 
States;  the  dates  of  the  discoveries  which  have  promoted  the 
production  and  manufacture  of  cotton ;  the  commencement  of  the 
movements  made  to  meliorate  the  condition  of  the  African  race ; 
and  the  occurrence  of  events  that  have  increased  the  value  of 
slavery,  and  led  to  its  extension. 

The  second  and  third  of  the  tables,  relate  to  the  exports  and 
imports  of  the  United  States;  and  illustrate  the  relations  sus- 
tained by  slavery,  to  the  other  industrial  interests  and  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  country. 
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CHAPTER    I. 

INTKODUCTORT  STATEMENTS. 

ChAncter  of  the  Slavery  controversj  in  the  IJDited  States — In  Great  Britain^ 
Its  influence  in  modifying  the  policy  of  Anti-Slavery  men  in  America — 
CooTBe  of  the  Churches — Political  Parties — Result,  Cotton  is  Kino — 
Necessity  of  reviewing  the  policy'  in  relation  to  the  African  race — Topics  em- 
braced in  the  discussion. 

The  controversy  on  Slavery,  in  the  United  States,  has  been 
one  of  an  exciting  and  complicated  character.     The  power  to 
emancipate  existing,  in  fact,  in  the  States  separately  and  not  in 
the  general  government,  the  efforts  to  abolish  it,  by  appeals  to 
public  opinion,  have  been  fruitless  except  when  confined  to  single 
States.     In  Great  Britain  the  question  was  simple.     The  power 
to  abolish  slavery  in  her  West  Indian  colonies  was  vested  in  Par- 
liament.    To  agitate  the  people  of  England,  and  call  out  a  full 
expression  of  sentiment,  was  to  control  Parliament  and  secure  its 
abolition.     The  success  of  the  English  abolitionists,  in  the  employ- 
ment of  moral  force,  had  a  powerful  influence  in  modifying  the 
policy  of  American  auti-slavery  men.    Failing  to  discern  the 
difference  in  the  condition  of  the  two  countries,  they  attempted  to 
create  a  public  sentiment  throughout  the  United  States  adverse  to 
slavery,  in  the  confident  expectation  of  speedily  overthrowing  the 
ioBtitution.     The  issue  taken,  that  slavery  is  malum  in  ae — a  sin 
in  itselt^ — was  prosecuted  with  all  the  zeal  and  eloquence  they 
could  command.     Churches  adopting  the  sin  per  ae  doctrine,  in- 
quired of  their  converts,  not  whether  they  supported  slavery  by 
the  use  of  its  products,  but  whether  they  believed  the  institution 
itself  sinful.     Could  public  sentiment  be  brought  to  assume  the 
proper  ground ;  could  the  slaveholder  be  convinced  tliat  the  world 
denounced  him  as  equally  criminal  with  the  robber  and  murderer ; 
then,  it  was  believed,  he  would  abandon  the  system.     Political 
parties,  subsequently  organized,  taught,  that  to  vote  for  a  slave- 
holder, or  a  pro-slavery  man,  was  sinful,  and  could  not  be  done 
witliout  violence  to  conscience ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  they 
made  no  scruples*  of  using  the  products  of  slave  labor— ^the  ex- 
orbitant demand  for  which  was  the  great  bulwark  of  the  institu- 
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tion.  This  was  a  radical  error.  It  laid  all  who  adopted  it  open 
to  the  charge  of  practical  inconsistency,  and  left  them  without 
any  moral  power  over  the  consciences  of  others.  As  long  as  all 
used  their  products,  so  long  the  slaveholders  found  the  per  86 
doctrine  working  them  no  harm;  as  long  as  no  provision  was 
made  for  supplying  the  demand  for  tropical  products  by  free  labor, 
so  long  there  was  no  risk  in  extending  the  field  of  operations. 
Thus,  the  very  things  necessary  to  the  overthrow  of  American 
slavery,  were  left  undone,  while  those  essential  to  its  prosperity, 
were  continued  in  the  most  active  operation ;  so  that,  now,  after 
more  than  a  thirty  years'  war,  we  may  say,  emphatically.  Cotton 
IS  Kino,  and  his  enemies  are  vanquished. 

Under  these  circumstances,  it  is  due  to  the  age — to  the  friends 
of  humanity — to  the  cause  of  liberty — to  the  safety  of  the  Union — 
that  we  should  review  the  movements  made  in  behalf  of  the 
African  race,  in  our  country ;  so  that  errors  of  principle  may  be 
abandoned;  mistakes  in  policy  corrected  ;  the  free  colored  people 
taught  their  true  relations  to  the  industrial  interests  of  the  world ; 
the  rights  of  the  slave  as  well  as  the  master  secured ;  and  the 
principles  of  the  constitution  established  and  revered.  It  is  pro- 
posed, therefore,  to  examine  this  subject  in  the  light  of  the  social, 
civil,  and  commercial  history  of  the  country;  and,  in  doing  this, 
to  embrace  the  facts  and  arguments  under  the  following  heads : 

1.  The  early  movements  on  the  subject  of  slavery;  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Colonization  Society  took  its  rise ;  the 
relations  it  sustained  to  slavery  and  to  the  schemes  projected  for 
its  abolition ;  the  origin  of  the  elements  which  have  given  to 
American  slavery  its  commercial  value  and  consequent  powers  of 
expansion;  and  the  futility  of  the  means  used  to  prevent  the  ex- 
tension of  the  institution. 

2.  The  relations  of  American  slavery  to  the  industrial  interests 
of  our  own  country ;  to  the  demands  of  commerce ;  and  to  the 
present  political  crisis. 

3.  The  industrial,  social,  and  moral  condition  of  the  free  colored 
people  in  the  British  colonies  and  in  the  United  States ;  and  the 
influence  they  have  exerted  on  public  sentiment  in  relation  to 
the  perpetuation  of  slavery. 

4.  The  moral  relations  of  persons  holding  the  per  ae  doctrine, 
on  the  subject  of  slavery,  to  the  purchase  and  consumption  of 
slave  labor  products. 
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CHAPTER   II. 

THE  EARLY  MOVEMENTS  OX  THE  SUBJECT  OF  SLAVERY;  THE  CIR- 
CUMSTANCES  UNDER  WHICH  THE  COLONIZATION  SOCIETY  TOOK  ITS 
RISE:  THE  RELATIONS  IT  SUSTAINED  TO  SLAVERY  AND  TO  THE  SCHEMES 
PROJECTED  FOR  ITS  ABOLITION;  THE  ORIGIN  OF  THE  ELEMENTS  WHICH 
HAVE  GIVEN  TO  AilERICAN  SLAVERY  ITS  COMMERCIAL  VALUE  AND  CON- 
SEQUENT POWERS  OF  EXPiVNSION;  ANT)  THE  FUTILITY  OF  THE  MEANS 
rSED  TO  PREVENT  THE  EXTENSION  OF  THE  INSTITUTION. 

Emancipation  in  the  United  States  begun — First  Abolition  Society  organized — 
Progress  of  Emancipiition — First  Cotton  Mill — Exclusion  of  Slavery  from  N. 
W.  Territory — Elements  of  Slavery  expansion — Cotton  Gin  invented — Sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade — Cotton  Manufactures  commenced  in  Boston — 
Franklin's  Appeal — Condition  of  the  Free  Colored  People^ — Boston  Prison- 
Discipline  Society — Darkening  Prospects  of  the  Colored  People. 

Four  years  atler  the  Declaration  of  American  Independence, 
Pennsylvania  and  Massachusetts  had  emancipated  their  slaves; 
and,  eight  years  thereafter,  Connecticut  and  Ilhode  Island  followed 
their  example. 

Three  years  after  the  last  named  event,  an  aholition  society 
was  organized  by  the  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  York,  with 
John  Jay  at  its  head.  Two  years  subsequently,  the  Pennsylva- 
nians  did  the  same  thing,  electing  Benjamin  Franklin  to  the 
presidency  of  their  association.  The  same  year,  too,  slavery  was 
forever  excluded,  by  act  of  Congress,  from  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tory. This  year  is  also  memorable  as  having  witnessed  the 
erection  of  the  first  cotton  mill  in  the  United  States,  at  Beverley, 
Massachusetts. 

During  the  year  that  the  New  York  Abolition  Society  was 
formed.  Watts,  of  England,  had  so  far  perfected  the  steam  engine 
as  to  use  it  in  propelling  machinery  for  spinning  cotton  ;  and  the 
year  the  Pennsylvania  Society  was  organized  witnessed  the  inven- 
tion oii\iQ power  loom.  The  carding  mac/u?ie  and  the  8pi?ining 
jenny  having  been  invented  twenty  years  before,  the  power  loom 
completed  the  machinery  necessary  to  the  indefinite  extension  of 
the  manulacture  of  cotton. 

The  work  of  emancipation,  begun  by  the  four  States  named, 
oontinaed  to  progress,  so  that  in  seventeen  years  from  the  adop- 
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tion  of  the  constitntiou,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  New  York, 
and  New  Jersey,  had  also  enacted  laws  to  free  themselves  from 
the  burden  of  slavery. 

As  the  work  of  manumission  proceeded,  the  elements  of  slavery 
expansion  were  multiplied.  When  the  four  States  first  named 
liberated  their  slaves,  no  regular  exports  of  cotton  to  Europe  had 
yet  commenced  ;  and  the  year  New  Hampshire  set  hers  free,  only 
138,328  lbs.  of  that  article  were  shipped  from  the  country.  Si- 
multaneously with  the  action  of  Vermont,  in  the  year  following, 
the  cotton  gin  was  invented,  and  an  unparalleled  impulse  given 
to  the  cultivation  of  cotton.  At  the  same  time,  Louisiana,  with 
her  immense  territory,  was  added  to  the  Union,  and  room  for  the 
extension  of  slavery  vastly  increased.  New  York  lagged  behind 
Vermont  for  six  years,  before  taking  her  first  step  to  free  her 
slaves,  when  she  found  the  exports  of  cotton  to  England  had 
reached  9,500,000  lbs.;  and  New  Jersey,  still  more  tardy,  fell  five 
years  behind  New  York;  at  which  time  the  exports  of  that 
staple — so  rapidly  had  its  cultivation  progressed — were  augmented 
to  38,900,000  lbs. 

Four  yeai's  after  the  emancipations  by  States  had  ceased,  the 
slave  trade  was  prohibited  ;  but,  as  if  each  movement  for  freedom 
must  have  its  counter-movement  to  stimulate  slavery,  that  same 
year  the  manufacture  of  cotton  goods  was  commenced  in  Boston. 
Two  years  after  that  event,  the  exports  of  cotton  amounted  to  93, 
900,000  lbs.  War  with  Great  Britain,  soon  afterward,  checked 
both  our  exports  and  her  manufacture  of  the  article ;  but  the  year 
1817,  memorable  in  this  connection,  from  its  being  the  date  of  the 
organization  of  the  Colonization  Society,  found  our  exports  aug- 
mented to  95,660,000  lbs.,  and  her  consumption  enlarged  to  126, 
240,000  lbs.  Carding  and  spinning  machinery  had  .now  reached 
a  good  degree  of  perfection,  and  the  power  loom  was  brought  into 
general  use  in  England,  and  was  also  introduced  into  the  United 
States.  Steamboats,  too,  were  coming  into  use,  in  both  countries ; 
and  great  activity  prevailed  in  commerce,  manufactures,  and  the 
cultivation  of  cotton. 

But  how  fared  it  with  the  free  colored  people  during  all  this 
time  ?  To  obtain  a  true  answer  to  this  question  we  must  revert 
to  the  days  of  the  Pennsylvania  Abolition  Society. 

With  freedom  to  the  slave,  came  anxieties  among  the  whites  as 
to  the  results.    Nine  years  after  Pennsylvania  and  Massachusetts 
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had  taken  the  lead  in  the  trial  of  emancipation,  Franklin  issued 
an  appeal  for  aid  to  enable  his  society  to  form  a  plan  for  the  pro- 
motion of  industry,  intelligence,  and  morality  among  the  free 
blacks  ;  and  he  zealously  urged  the  measure  on  public  attention, 
as  essential  to  their  well-being,  and  indispensable  to  the  safety  of 
society.  He  expressed  his  belief,  that  such  is  the  debasing  influ- 
ence of  slavery  on  human  nature,  that  its  very  extirpation,  if  not 
performed  with  care,  may  sometimes  open  a  source  of  serious 
evils ;  and  that  so  far  as  emancipation  should  be  promoted  by  the 
society,  it  was  a  duty  incumbent  on  its  members  to  instruct,  to 
advise,  to  qualify  those  restored  to  freedom,  for  the  exercise  and 
enjoyment  of  civil  liberty. 

How  far  Franklin's  influence  failed  to  promote  the  humane 
object  he  had  in  view,  may  be  inferred  from  the  fact,  that  forty- 
seven  years  after  Pennsylvania  passed  her  act  of  emancipation, 
and  thirty-eight  after  he  issued  his  appeal,  one-third  of  the  con- 
victs in  her  penitentiary  were  colored  men ;  though  the  preceding 
census  showed  that  her  slave  population  had  almost  wholly  dis- 
appeared— there  being  but  two  hundred  and  eleven  of  them  re- 
maining, while  her  free  colored  people  had  increased  in  number 
to  more  than  thirty  thousand.  Few  of  the  other  free  States  were 
more  fortunate,  and  some  of  them  were  even  in  a  worse  con- 
dition— one-haifoi  the  convicts  in  the  penitentiary  of  New  Jersey 
being  colored  men. 

But  this  is  not  the  whole  of  the  sad  tale  that  must  be  recorded. 
Gloomy  as  was  the  picture  of  crime  among  the  colored  people  of 
New  Jersey,  that  of  Massachusetts  was  vastly  worse.  For  though 
the  number  of  her  colored  convicts,  as  compared  with  the  w'tiites, 
was  as  07ie  to  six^  yet  the  proportion  of  her  colored  population  in 
the  penitentiary  was  one  out  of  one  hundred  and  forty ^  while 
the  proportion  in  New  Jersey  was  but  one  out  of  eight  hundred 
and  thirty-thres.  Thus,  in  Massachusetts,  where  emancipation 
had,  in  1780,  been  immediate  and  unconditional,  there  was,  in 
1S26,  among  her  colored  people,  about  six  times  as  much  crime 
as  existed  among  those  of  New  Jersey,  where  gradual  emancipa- 
tion had  not  been  provided  for  until  1804. 

The  moral  condition  of  the  colored  people  in  the  free  States, 
generally,  at  the  period  we  are  considering,  may  be  understood 
more  clearly  from  the  opinions  expressed,  at  the  time,  by  the 
Boston  Prison  Discipline  Society,    This  benevolent  association 
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iDchiJeJ  among  its  members,  Rev.  Francis  Waylanil,  Rev.  Justin 
Edwards,  Rev.  Leonard  Woods,  Rev.  William  Jenks,  Rev.  B. 
B.  Wisner,  Rev.  Edward  Beecher,  Lewis  Tappan,  Esq.,  John 
Tappan,  Esq.,  Hon.  George  Bliss,  and  lion.  Samuel  M.  Hopkins. 
.In  the  First  Annual  Report  of  the  Society,  dated  June  2,  1S26, 
they  enter  into  an  investigation  ''of  the  progress  of  crime,  with 
the  causes  of  it,"  from  which  we  make  the  following  extracts : 

'•  Degraded  chabaoteb  of  the  coloked  population. — ^The  first 
cause,  existing  in  society,  of  the  frequency  and  increase  of  crime 
is  the  degraded  character  of  the  colored  population.  The  facts, 
which  are  gathered  from  the  penitentiaries,  to  show  how  great  a 
proportion  of  the  convicts  are  colored,  even  in  those  States  where 
the  colored  population  is  small,  show,  most  strikingly,  the  con- 
nection between  ignorance  and  vice." 

The  report  proceeds  to  sustain  its  assertions  by  statistics,  which 
prove,  that,  in  Massachusetts,  where  the  free  colored  people  con- 
stituted one  seventy -fourth  part  of  the  population,  they  supplied 
one-sixth  part  of  the  convicts  in  her  penitentiary ;  that  in  Xew 
York,  where  the  free  colored  people  constituted  one  thirty-jifth 
part  of  the  population,  they  supplied  more  than  one-fourth  part 
of  the  convicts ;  that,  in  Connecticut  and  Pennsylvania,  where 
the  coloral  people  constituted  one  thirty-fourth  part  of  the  popu- 
lation, they  supplied  more  than  one-third  part  of  the  convicts ; 
and  that,  in  New  Jersey,  where  the  colored  people  constituted 
one-thirteenth  part  of  the  population,  they  supplied  more  than 
one-third  part  of  the  convicts. 

''It  is  not  necessary,"  continues  the  report,  "to  pursue  these 
illustrations.  It  is  suflBciently  apparent,  that  one  great  cause  of 
the  frequency  and  increase  of  crime,  is  neglecting  to  raise  the 
character  of  the  colored  population. 

"We  derive  an  argument  in  favor  of  education  from  these 
facts.  It  appears  from  the  above  statement,  that  about  one-fourth 
part  of  all  the  expense  incurred  by  the  States  above  mentioned, 
for  the  support  of  their  criminal  institutions,  is  for  the  colored 
convicts.  *  *  Could  these  States  have  anticipated  these  surpris- 
ing results,  and  appropriated  the  money  to  raise  the  character  of 
the  colored  population,  how  much  better  would  have  been  their 
prospects,  and  how  much  less  the  expense  of  the  States  through 
which  they  are  dispersed  for  the  support  of  their  colored  con- 
victs !  *  *  If,  however,  their  character  can  not  be  raised,  where 
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thev  are,  a  powerfiil  argument  may  be  derived  from  these  facts, 
in  favor  of  colonization,  and  civilized  States  ought  surely  to  be  as 
willing  to  expend  money  on  any  given  part  of  its  population,  to 
prevent  crime,  as  to  punish  it. 

"We  can  not  but  indulge  the  hope  that  the  facts  disclosed 
al>ove,  if  they  do  not  lead  to  an  effort  to  raise  the  character  of  the 
c<>lored  population,  will  strengthen  the  hands  and  encourage  the 
hearts  of  all  the  friends  of  colonizing  the  free  people  of  color  in 
the  United  States." 

Tiie  Second  Annual  Report  of  the  Society,  dated  June  1, 1827, 
gives  the  results  of  its  continued  investigations  into  the  condition 
of  the  free  colored  people,  in  the  following  language  and  figures : 

**  CnARACFER  OF  TIIE  COLORED  POPULATION. — In  the  last  rcport, 
this  subject  was  exhibited  at  considerable  length.  From  a  deep 
conviction  of  its  importance,  and  an  earnest  desire  to  keep  it  ever 
before  the  public  mind,  till  the  remedy  is  applied,  we  present  the 
following  table,  showing,  in  regard  to  several  States,  the  whole 
population,  the  colored  population,  the  whole  number  of  convicts, 
the  number  of  colored  convicts,  proportion  of  convicts  to  the 
whole  population,  proportion  of  colored  convicts: 


I  1      "^     1        i         i 

3         :i     1     I       <s        a 

S.  1       1      '^  "S"  •£>. 


fe      •    6      fej  s?l      i;-^       I 


'? 
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Mass 623,000  7,000  314  60 

Conn 275,000  8,000  117  39 

N.  York, 1,372,000  39,000  637  154 

N.  Jer8ey 277,000  20,000  74  24 

Penn.,  /. 1,049,000  30,000  474  165 

'^Or, 

Proportion  of  the  Proportion  of  the 

Population  sent  to  Colored    Popu*n 

PrxMon.  sent  to  Prison. 


/ ^ \  / ^ 


In  Massachusetts, 1  out  of  1665  1  out  of  140 

In  Connecticut, 1  out  of  2350  1  out  of  205 

In  New  York, 1  out  of  2153  1  out  of  253 

In  New  Jersey 1  out  of  3743  1  out  of  833 

In  rennsylvania, 1  out  of  2191  1  out  of  181 
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Expense  for  the  Support  of  Colored  Contiots. 

In  Maeachasetts, in  10  years,  917,734 

In  Connecticut, • .  in  15  years,  37,166 

In  New  York, in  27  years,  109,166 

Total 8164  066 

"  Such  is  the  abstract  of  the  information  presented  last  year, 
concerning  the  degraded  character  of  the  colored  population. 
The  returns  from  several  prisons  show,  that  the  white  convicts 
are  remaining  nearly  the  same,  or  are  diminishing,  while  the 
colored  convicts  are  increasing.  At  the  same  time,  the  white 
population  is  increasing,  in  the  Northern  States,  much  faster  than 
the  colored  population. " 

Whole  No,  Colored 

ofConviets.  Convicts.  Proportion. 


/ ^ \       / ^ \       / * \ 


In  Massachusetts, 313  50  1  to  6 

In  New  York, 381  101  1  to  4 

In  New  Jersey, 67  33  1  to  2 

Such  is  the  testimony  of  men  of  unimpeachable  veracity  and 
undoubted  philanthrophy,  as  to  the  early  results  of  emancipation 
in  the  United  States.  Had  the  freedmeu,  in  the  Northern  States, 
improved  their  privileges ;  had  thpy  established  a  reputation  for 
industry,  integrity,  and  virtue,  far  other  consequences  would  have 
foUow^ed  their  emancipation.  Their  advancement  in  moral  char- 
acter would  have  put  to  .shame  the  advocate  for  the  perpetuation 
of  slavery.  Indeed,  there  could  have  been  no  plausible  argument 
found  for  its  continuance.  No  regular  exports  of  cotton,  no  cul- 
tivation of  cane  sugar,  to  give  a  profitable  character  to  slave  labor, 
had  any  existence  when  Jay  and  Franklin  commenced  their 
labors,  and  when  Congress  took  its  first  step  for  the  suppression 
of  the  slave  trade. 

Unfortunately,  the  free  colored  people  persevered  in  their  evil 
habits.  This  not  only  served  to  fix  their  own  social  and  political 
condition  on  the  level  of  the  slave,  but  it  reacted  with  fearful 
effect  upon  their  brethren  remaining  in  bondage.  Their  refusing 
to  listen  to  the  counsel  of  the  philanthropists,  who  urged  them  to 
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£)r8akc  their  indolence  and  vice,  and  their  frequent  violations  of 
the  laws,  more  than  all  things  else,  put  a  check  to  the  tendencies, 
in  public  sentiment,  toward  general  emancipation.  The  failure 
of  Franklin  to  obtain  the  means  of  establishing  institutions  for 
the  education  of  the  blacks,  confirmed  the  popular  belief  that  such 
an  undertaking  was  impracticable,  and  the  whole  African  race, 
£ree<lraen  as  well  as  slaves,  were  viewed  as  an  intolerable  burden, 
such  as  the  imports  of  foreign  paupers  are  now  considered.  Thus 
the  free  colored  people  themselves,  ruthlessly  threw  the  car  of 
emancipation  from  the  track,  and  tore  up  the  rails  upon  whichj 
alone,  it  could  move. 


CHAPTER    III. 

State  of  public  opinion  in  relation  to  colored  population — Southern  views  oi 
Emancipation — Influence  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  opinions — Ho  opposed  Emancipa- 
tion except  connected  with  Colonization — Negro  equality  not  contemplated 
by  the  Father's  of  the  Revolution — This  proved  by  the  resolutions  of  their 
conventions — The  true  objects  of  the  opposition  to  the  slave  trade — Motives 
of  British  Statesmen  in  forcing  Slavery  on  the  colonies — Absurdity  of  sup- 
posing negro  equality  was  contemplated. 

• 

The  opinion  that  the  African  race  would  become  a  growing 
burden  had  its  origin  before  the  revolution,  and  led  the  colonists 
to  oppose  the  introduction  of  slaves ;  but  failing  in  this,  through 
the  opposition  of  England,  as  soon  as  they  threw  off  the  foreign 
yoke  many  of  the  States  at  once  crushed  the  system — among 
the  first  acts  of  sovereignty  by  Virginia,  being  the  prohibition 
of  the  slave  trade.  In  the  determination  to  suppress  this 
traffic  all  the  States  united — but  in  emancipation  their  policy 
differed.  It  was  found  easier  to  manage  the  slaves  than  the  free 
blacks — at  least  it  was  claimed  to  be  so — and,  for  this  reason,  the 
slave  States,  not  long  after  the  others  had  completed  their  work 
of  manumission,  proceeded  to  enact  laws  prohibiting  emancipa- 
tions, except  on  condition  that  the  persons  liberated  should  be 
removed.  The  newly  organized  free  States,  too,  taking  alarm  at 
this,  and  dreading  the  influx  of  the  free  colored  people,  adopted 
measures  to  prevent  the  ingress  of  this  proscribed  and  helpless 
race. 


42  COTTON    IS  KING;    OR, 

These  movements,  so  distressing  to  the  reflecting  colored  man, 
be  it  remembered,  were  not  the  effect  of  the  action  of  coloniza- 
tionists,  but  took  place,  mostly,  long  before  the  organization  of 
the  American  Colonization  Society ;  and,  at  its  first  annual  meet- 
ing, the  importance  and  humanity  of  colonization  was  strongly 
urged,  on  the  very  ground  that  the  slave  States,  as  soon  as  they 
should  find  that  the  persons  liberated  could  be  sent  to  Africa, 
would  relax  their  laws  against  emancipation. 

The  slow  progress  made  by  the  great  body  of  the  free  blacks  in 
the  North,  or  the  absence,  rather,  of  any  evidences  of  improve- 
ment in  industry,  intelligence,  and  morality,  gave  rise  to  the 
notion,  that  before  they  could  be  elevated  to  an  equality  with  the 
whites,  slavery  must  be  wholly  abolished  throughout  the  Union. 
The  constant  ingress  of  liberated  slaves  from  the  South,  to  com- 
mingle with  the  free  colored  people  of  the  North,  it  was  claimed, 
tended  to  perpetuate  the  low  moral  standard  originally  existing 
among  the  blacks;  and  universal  emancipation  was  believed  to 
be  indispensable  to  the  elevation  of  the  race.  Those  who  adopted 
this  view,  seem  to  have  overlooked  the  fact,  that  the  Africans,  of 
savage  origin,  could  not  be  elevated  at  once  to  an  equality  with 
the  American  people,  by  the  mere  force  of  legal  enactments. 
More  than  this  was  needed,  for  their  elevation,  as  all  are  now, 
reluctantly,  compelled  to  acknowledge.  Emancipation,  unaccom- 
panied by  the  means  of  intellectual  and  moral  culture,  is  of  but 
little  value.  The  savage,  liberated  from  bondage,  is  a  savage 
still. 

The  slave  States  adopted  opinions,  as  to  the  negro  character, 
opposite  to  those  of  the  free  States,  and  would  not  risk  the  experi- 
ment of  emancipation.  They  said,  if  the  free  States  feel  them- 
selves burdened  by  the  few  Africans  they  have  freed,  and  whom 
they  find  it  impracticable  to  educate  and  elevate,  how  much  greater 
would  be  the  evil  the  slave  States  must  bring  upon  themselves  by 
letting  loose  a  population  nearly  twelve  times  as  numerous.  Such 
an  act,  they  argued,  would  be  suicidal — would  crush  out  aU  pro- 
gress in  civilization ;  or,  in  the  effort  to  elevate  the  negro  with  the 
white  man,  allowing  him  equal  freedom  of  action,  would  make 
the  more  energetic  Anglo-Saxon  the  slave  of  the  indolent  African. 
Such  a  task,  onerous  in  the  highest  degree,  they  could  not, 
and  would  not  undertake ;  such  an  experiment,  on  their  social 
system,   they  dared    not    hazard;    and    in    this  determination 
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they  were  encouraged  to  persevere,  not  only  by  the  results  of 
emancipation,  then  wrought  out  at  the  Xorth,  but  by  the  settled 
convictions  which  had  long  prevailed  at  the  Soutli,  in  relation  to 
the  impropriety  of  freeing  the  negroes.  This  opinion  was  one  of 
long  standing,  and  had  been  avowed  by  some  of  the  ablest  states- 
men of  the  Revolution.  Among  these  Mr.  Jefferson  stood  promi- 
nent. He  was  inclined  to  consider  the  African  inferior ''  in  the  en- 
dowments both  of  body  and  mind  "  to  the  European ;  and,  while  ex- 
pressing his  hostility  to  slavery  earnestly,  vehemently,  he  avowed 
the  opinion  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  two  races  to  live  equally 
free  in  the  same  government — that  "  nature,  habit,  opinion,  had 
drawn  indelible  lines  of  distinction  between  them" — that,  accord- 
ingly, emancipation  and  "deportation"  (colonization)  should  go 
hand  in  hand — and  that  these  processes  should  be  gradual  enough 
to  make  proper  provisions  for  the  blacks  in  a  new  country,  and 
fill  their  places  in  this  with  free  white  laborers.* 

Another  point  needs  examinatit)n.  Notwithstanding  the  well- 
known  opinions  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  it  has  been  urged  that  the  De- 
claration of  Independence  was  designed,  by  those  who  issued  it, 
to  apply  to  the  negro  as  well  as  to  the  white  man ;  and  that  they 
pnrjwsed  to  extend  to  the  negro,  at  the  end  of  the  struggle,  then 
begun,  all  the  privileges  which  they  hoped  to  secure  for  them- 
selves. Nothing  can  be  further  from  the  truth,  and  nothing  more 
certain  than  that  the  rights  of  the  negro  never  entered  into  the 
questions  then  considered.  That  document  was  written  by  Mr. 
Jefferson  himself,  and,  with  the  views  which  he  .entertained,  he 
could  not  have  thought,  for  a  moment,  of  conferring  upon  the 
negro  the  rights  of  American  citizenship.  Hear  him  further  upon 
this  subject  and  then  judge : 

'•  It  will  probably  be  asked,  why  not  retain  and  incorporate  the 
blacks  into  the  State,  and  thus  save  the  expense  of  supplying  by 
importation  of  white  settlers,  the  vacancies  they  will  leave? 
Deep-rooted  prejudices  entertained  by  the  whites ;  ten  thousand 
recollections,  by  the  blacks,  of  the  injuries  they  have  sustained ; 
new  provocations ;  the  real  distinctions  which  nature  has  made ; 
and  many  other  circumstances,  will  divide  us  into  parties,  and 
produce  convulsions,  which  will  probably  never  end,  but  in  the 
extermination  of  the  one  or  the  other  race.     To  these  objections, 


*  Randall's  Life  of  Jefferson,  voL  L  page  370. 
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which  are  political,  may  be  addeJ  others,  which  are  physical  and 
moral "  * 

Now  it  is  evident,  from  tliis  language,  that  Mr.  Jefferson  was 
not  only  opposed  to  allowing  the  negroes  the  rights  of  citizenship, 
but  that  he  was  opposed  to  emancipation  also,  except  on  the  con- 
dition that  the  freedmen  should  be  removed  from  the  country. 
He  could,  therefore,  have  meant  nothing  more  by  the  phrase,  ''all 
men  are  created  equal,"  which  he  employed  in  the  Declaration  of 
Independence,  than  the  announcement  of  a  general  i)riuciple, 
which,  in  its  application  to  the  colonists,  was  intended  most  em- 
phatically to  assert  their  equality^  before  God  and  the  world,  with 
the  imperious  Englishmen  who  claimed  the  divine  right  of  lord- 
ing it  over  them.  This  was  undoubtedly  the  view  held  by  Mr. 
Jefferson,  and  the  extent  to  which  he  expected  the  language  of  the 
Declaration  to  be  applied,  f  Nor  could  the  signers  of  that  instioi- 
ment,  or  the  people  whom  they  represented,  ever  have  intended 
to  apply  its  principles  to  any  barbarous  or  semi-barbarous  people, 
in  the  sense  of  admitting  them  to  an  equality  with  themselves  in 
the  management  of  a  free  government.  Had  this  been  their  de- 
sign, they  must  have  enfranchised  both  Indians  and  Africans,  as 
both  were  within  the  territory  over  which  they  exercised  juris- 
diction. 

But  testimony  of  a  conclusive  character  is  at  hand,  to  show 

♦  Randall's  Life  of  JeffersoD,  voL  i.  page  370,  Note. 

f  That  Mr.  Jefferson  was  considered  as  having  no  settled  plans  or  views  in 
relation  to  the  disposal  of  the  blacks,  and  that  he  was  disinclined  to  risk  the 
disturbance  of  the  harmony  of  the  country  for  the  sake  of  the  negro,  appears 
evident  from  the  opinions  entertained  of  him  and  his  schemes  by  John  Quincy 
Adams.  After  speaking  of  the  zeal  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  and  the  strong  manner  in 
which,  at  times,  he  had  spoken  against  slavery,  Mr.  Adams  says  :  **  But  Jef- 
ferson had  not  the  spirit  of  martyrdom.  He  would  have  introduced  a  flaming 
denunciation  of  slavery  into  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  but  the  discre- 
tion of  his  colleagues  struck  it  out.  He  did  insert  a  most  eloquent  and  impas- 
sioned argument  against  it  in  his  Notes  on  Virginia ;  but,  on  that  very  account, 
the  book  was  published  almost  against  his  will.  He  projected  a  plan  of  general 
emancipation,  in  his  revision  of  the  Virginia  laws,  but  finally  presented  a  plan 
leaving  slavery  precisely  where  it  was ;  and,  in  his  Memoir,  he  leaves  a  posthu- 
mous warning  to  the  planters  that  they  must,  at  no  distant  day,  cmancijmte 
their  slaves,  or  that  worse  will  follow;  but  he  withheld  the  publication  of  his 
prophecy  till  he  should  himself  be  in  the  grave." — lAfe  of  J.  Q.  Adama^  page 
177.  178. 
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that  quite  a  different  object  was  to  be  accomplished,  than  negro 
equality,  in  the  movements  of  the  colonists  which  preceded  the 
outbreak  of  the  American  Revolution.  They  passed  resolutions 
upon  the  subject  of  the  slave  trade,  it  is  true,  but  it  was  to  oppose 
it,  because  it  increased  the  colored  population,  a  result  they  de- 
precated in  the  strongest  language.  The  checking  of  this  evil, 
great  as  the  people  considered  it,  was  not  the  principal  object 
they  had  in  view,  in  resolving  to  crush  out  the  slave  trade.  It 
was  one  of  far  greater  moment,  affecting  the  prosperity  of  the 
mother  country,  and  designed  to  force  her  to  deal  justly  with  the 
oolonies. 

This  point  can  only  be  understood  by  an  examination  of  the 
history  of  that  period,  so  as  to  comprehend  the  relations  existing 
between  Great  Britain  and  her  several  colonies.  Let  us,  then, 
proceed  to  the  perlbrmance  of  this  task. 

The  whole  commerce  of  Great  Britain,  in  1704,  amounted,  in 
value,  to  thirty-two  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars.  In  less  than 
throe  quarters  of  a  century  thereafter,  or  three  years  preceding  the 
outbreak  of  the  American  Revolution,  it  had  increased  to  eighty 
millions  annually.  More  than  thirty  millions  of  this  amount,  or 
over  one-third  of  the  whole,  consisted  of  exports  to  her  West 
Indian  and  North  American  colonies  and  to  Africa.  The  yearly 
trade  with  Africa,  alone,  at  this  period — 1772 — was  over  four 
and  a  third  millions  of  dollars:  a  significant  fact,  when  it  is 
known  that  this  African  traffic  was  in  slaves. 

But  this  statement  fails  to  give  a  true  idea  of  the  value  of  North 
America  and  the  West  Indies  to  the  mother  country.  Of  the 
commodities  which  she  imported  from  them — ^tobacco,  rice,  sugar, 
mm — ten  millions  of  dollars  worth,  annually,  were  re-exported 
to  her  other  dependencies,  and  five  millions  to  foreign  countries — 
thus  making  her  indebted  to  these  colonies,  directly  and  indirectly, 
for  more  than  one-half  of  all  her  commerce. 

If  England  was  greatly  dependent  upon  these  colonies  for  her 
increasing  prosperity,  they  were  also  dependent  upon  her,  and  upon 
each  other,  for  the  mutual  promotion  of  their  comfort  and  wealth. 
This  is  easily  understood.  The  colonies  were  prohibited  from 
manufacturing  for  themselves.  This  rendered  it  necessary  that 
they  should  be  supplied  with  linen  and  woolen  fabrics,  hardware 
and  cutlery,  from  the  looms  and  shops  of  Great  Britain;  and,  in 
addition  to  these  necessaries,  they  were  dependent  upon  her  ships 
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to  furnish  them  with  slaves  from  Africa.  The  North  American 
colonies  were  dependent  npon  the  West  Indies  for  coffee,  sugar, 
mm ;  and  the  West  Indies  upon  North  America,  in  turn,  for  their 
main  supplies  of  provisions  and  lumber.  The  North  Americans, 
if  compelled  by  necessity,  could  do  without  the  mauufacures  of 
England,  and  forego  the  use  of  the  groceries  and  rum  of  the  West 
Indies ;  but  Great  Britain  could  not  easily  bear  the  loss  of  half 
her  commerce,  nor  could  the  West  India  planters  meet  a  sud- 
den emergency  that  would  cut  off  their  usual  supplies  of  pro- 
visions. 

Such  were  the  relations  existing  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
colonies,  and  between  the  colonies  themselves,  when  the  Bosto- 
nians  cast  the  tea  overboard.  This  act  of  resistance  to  law,  was 
followed  by  the  passage,  through  Parliament,  of  the  Boston  Port 
Bill,  closing  Boston  Harbor  to  all  commerce  whatsoever.  The 
North  American  colonies,  conscious  of  their  power  over  the  com- 
merce of  Great  Britain,  at  once  obeyed  the  call  of  the  citizens  of 
Boston,  and  united  in  the  adoption  of  peaceftil  measures,  to  force 
the  repeal  of  the  obnoxious  act.  Meetings  of  the  people  were 
held  throughout  the  country,  generally,  and  resolutions  passed, 
recommending  the  non-importation  and  non-consumption  of  all 
British  manufactures  and  West  India  products ;  and  resolving, 
also,  that  they  would  not  export  any  provisions,  lumber,  or  other 
products,  whatever,  to  Great  Britain  or  any  of  her  colonies. 
These  resolutions  were  accompanied  by  another,  in  many  of  the 
counties  of  Virginia,  in  some  of  the  State  couventiojis,  and, 
finally,  in  those  of  the  Continental  Congi*ess,  in  which  the  slave 
trade,  and  the  purchase  of  additional  slaves,  were  specially  re- 
ferred to  as  measures  to  be  at  once  discontinued.  These  resolu- 
tions, in  substance,  declare,  as  the  sentiment  of  the  people :  That 
the  African  trade  is  injurious  to  the  colonies ;  that  it  obstructs  the 
population  of  them  by  freemen ;  that  it  prevents  the  immigration 
of  manufacturers  and  other  useful  emigrants  from  Europe  from 
settling  among  them ;  that  it  is  dangerous  to  virtue  and  the  wel- 
fare of  the  population ;  that  it  occasions  an  annual  increase  of  the 
balance  of  trade  against  them ;  that  they  most  earnestly  wished 
to  see  an  entire  stop  put  to  such  a  wicked,  cruel,  and  unlawful 
traffic ;  that  they  would  not  purchase  any  slaves  hereafter  to  be 
imported,  nor  hire  their  vessels,  nor  sell  their  commodities  or 
manufactures  to  those  who  are  concerned  in  their  importation. 
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From  these  facts  it  appears  evident,  that  the  primary  object  of 
all  the  resolutions  was  to  cripple  the  commerce  of  England. 
Those  in  relation  to  the  slave  trade,  especially,  were  expected,  at 
once,  when  taken  in  connection  with  the  determination  to  with- 
hold all  supplies  of  provisions  from  the  West  India  planters — ^to 
stop  the  slave  trade,  and  deprive  the  British  merchants  of  all  fur- 
ther profits  from  that  traffic.  But  it  would  do  more  than  this,  as 
it  would  compel  the  West  India  planters,  in  a  great  degree,  to 
stop  the  cultivation  of  sugar  and  cotton,  for  export,  and  force 
them  to  commence  the  growing  of  provisions  for  food — thus  pro- 
ducing ruinous  consequences  to  British  manufactures  and  com- 
merce. *  But,  in  the  opposition  thus  made  to  the  slave  trade, 
there  is  no  act  warranting  the  conclusion  that  the  negroes  were  to 
be  admitted  to  a  position  of  equality  with  the  whites.  The  sen- 
timents expressed,  with  a  single  exception,t  are  the  reverse,  and 
their  increase  viewed  as  an  evil.  South  Carolina  and  Georgia 
did  not  follow  the  example  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina  in 
resolving  against  the  slave  trade,  but  acquiesced  in  the  non-inter- 
course policy,  until  the  grievances  complained  of  should  be  rem- 
e^lied.  Another  reason  existed  for  opposing  the  slave  trade;  this 
was  the  importance  of  preventing  the  increase  of  a  population 
tliat  might  be  employed  against  the  liberties  of  the  colonies. 
That  negroes  were  thus  employed,  during  the  Revolution,  is  a 
matter  of  history ;  and  that  the  British  hoped  to  use  that  popula- 
tion for  their  own  advantage,  is  clearly  indicated  by  the  language 
of  the  Earl  of  Dartmouth,  who  declared,  as  a  suflBcient  reason 
for  turning  a  deaf  ear  to  the  remonstrances  of  the  colonists  against 
the  further  importation  of  slaves,  that  "  Negroes  cannot  become 
Republicans — they  will  be  a  power  in  our  hands  to  restrain  the 
unruly  colonists. " 

And,  now,  will  any  one  say,  that  the  fathers  of  the  Revolution 
ever  intended  to  declare  the  negro  the  equal  of  the  white  man,  in 
the  sense  that  he  was  entitled  to  an  equality  of  political  privileges 
under  the  constitution  of  the  United  States ! 

*  See  a  more  extended  detail  of  the  proceedings  in  relation  to  this  subject^ 
both  in  England  and  the  colonies,  in  the  Appendix, 
f  Providence,  Rhode  Island. 
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CHAPTER   IV. 

Dismal  condition  of  Africa — Hopes  of  Wilberforce  disappointed — Organization 
of  the  American  Colonization  Society — Its  necessity,  objects,  and  policy- 
Public  sentiment  in  its  favor — Opposition  developes  itself — Wm.  Lloyd  Gar- 
rison, James  G.  Birney,  Gerrit  Smith — Effecte  of  opposition — Stimulants  to 
Slavery — Exports  of  CJotton — England  sustaining  American  Slavery — Failure 
of  the  Niger  Expedition — Strength  of  Slavery — Political  action — Its  failure — 
Its  fruits. 

Anotueb  question,  "How shall  the  slave  trade  be  suppressed?" 
began  to  be  agitated  near  the  close  of  the  last  century.  The 
moral  desolation  existing  in  Africa,  was  without  a  parallel  among 
the  nations  of  the  earth.  When  the  last  of  our  Northern  States 
had  freed  its  slaves,  not  a  single  Christian  Church  had  been  suc- 
cessfiilly  established  in  Africa,  and  the  slave  trade  was  still  legal- 
ized to  the  citizens  of  every  Christian  nation.  Even  its  subse- 
quent prohibition,  by  the  United  States  and'England,  had  no  ten- 
dency to  check  the  traflSic,  nor  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
African.  The  other  Europeon  powers,  having  now  the  monopoly 
of  the  trade,  continued  to  prosecute  it  with  a  vigor  it  never  felt 
before.  The  institution  of  slavery,  while  lessened  in  the  United 
States,  where  it  had  not  yet  been  made  profitable,  was  rapidly  ac- 
quiring an  unprecedented  enlargement  in  Cuba  and  Brazil,  who*'c 
its  profitable  character  had  been  more  fully  realized.  IIow  shall 
the  slave  trade  be  annihilated,  slavery  extension  prevented,  and 
Africa  receive  a  Christian  civilization  ?  were  questions  that  agi- 
tated the  bosom  of  many  a  philanthropist,  long  after  Wilberforce 
had  achieved  his  triumphs.  It  was  found,  that  the  passage  of 
laws  prohibiting  the  slave  trade,  and  the  extermination  of  that 
traffic,  were  two  distinct  things — the  one  not  necessarily  following 
the  other.  The  success  of  Wilberforce  with  the  British  Parliament, 
only  increased  the  necessity  for  additional  philanthropic  efforts ; 
and  a  quarter  of  a  century  afterwards  found  the  evil  vastly  in- 
creased which  he  imagined  was  wholly  destroyed. 

It  was  at  the  period  in  the  history  of  Africa,  and  of  public  sen- 
timent on  slavery,  which  we  have  leen  considering,  that  the 
American  Colonization  Society  was  organized.  It  began  its 
labors  when  the  eye  of  the  statesman,  the  philanthropist,  and  the 
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Christiau,  could  discover  no  other  plan  of  overcoming  the  moral 
desolation,  the  universal  oppression  of  the  colored  race,  than  by 
restoring  the  most  enlightened  of  their  number  to  Africa  itself. 
Emancipation,  by  States,  had  been  at  an  end  for  a  dozen  of  years. 
The  improvement  of  the  free  colored  people,  in  the  presence  of 
the  slave,  was  considered  impracticable.  Slave  labor  had  become 
80  profitable,  as  to  leave  little  ground  to  expect  general  emancipa- 
tion, even  though  all  other  objections  had  been  removed.  The 
slave  trade  had  increased  twenty-five  per  cent,  during  the  preced- 
ing ten  years.  Slavery  was  rapidly  extending  itself  in  the  tropics, 
and  could  not  be  arrested  but  by  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade.  The  foothold  of  the  Christian  missionary  was  yet  so  pre- 
carious in  Africa,  as  to  leave  it  doubtful  whether  he  could  sustain 
his  position. 

The  colonization  of  the  free  colored  people  in  Africa,  under  the 
teachings  of  the  Christian  men  who  were  prepared  to  accompany 
them,  it  was  believed,  would  as  folly  meet  all  the  conditions  of 
,  the  race,  as  was  possible  in  the  then  existing  state  of  the  world. 
It  would  separate  those  who  should  emigrate  from  all  further  con- 
tact with  slavery,  and  from  its  depressing  influences ;  it  would 
relax  the  laws  of  the  slave  States  against  emancipation,  and  lead 
to  the  more  frequent  liberation  of  slaves ;  it  would  stimulate  and 
encourage  the  colored  people  remaining  here,  to  engage  in  efibrts 
for  their  own  elevation ;  it  would  establish  free  republics  along 
the  coast  of  Africa,  and  drive  away  the  slave  trader ;  it  would 
prevent  the  extension  of  slavery,  by  means  of  the  slave  trade,  in 
tropieal  America ;  it  would  introduce  civilization  and  Christianity 
among  the  people  of  Africa,  and  overturn  their  barbarism  and 
bloody  superstitions;  and,  if  successfrd,  it  would  react  upon 
slavery  at  home,  by  pointing  out  to  the  States  and  Oeueral  Gov- 
ernment, a  mode  by  which  they  might  free  themselves  from  the 
whole  African  race. 

The  Society  had  thus  undertaken  as  great  an  amount  of  work  as 
it  could  perform.  The  field  was  broad  enough,  truly,  for  an  asso- 
ciation that  hoped  to  obtain  an  income  of  but  five  to  ten  thousand 
dollars  a  year,  aud  realized  annually  an  average  of  only  $3,276 
during  the  first  six  years  of  its  existence.  It  did  not  include  the 
destruction  of  American  slavery  among  the  objects  it  labored  to 
accomplish.  That  subject  had  been  fully  discussed;  the  ablest 
men  in  the  nation  had  labored  for  its  overthrow ;  more  than  half 
4 
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th^  original  States  of  the  Union  had  emancipated  their  slaves ; 
the  advantages  of  freedom  to  the  colored  man  had  been  tested; 
the  results  had  not  been  as  favorable  as  anticipated ;  the  public 
sentiment  of  the  country  was  adverse  to  an  increase  of  the  fireo 
colored  population ;  the  few  of  their  number  who  had  risen  to  re- 
spectability and  affluence,  were  too  widely  separated  to  act  in  con- 
cert in  promoting  measures  for  the  general  good ;  and,  until  better 
results  should  follow  the  liberation  of  slaves,  further  emancipa- 
tions, by  the  States,  were  not  to  be  expected.  The  friends  of  the 
Colonization  Society,  therefore,  while  affording  every  encourage- 
ment to  emancipation  by  individuals,  reftised  to  agitate  the  ques- 
tion of  the  general  abolition  of  slavery,  Nor  did  they  thrust  aside 
any  other  scheme  of  benevolence  in  behalf  of  the  African  race. 
Forty  years  had  elapsed  from  the  commencement  of  emancipa- 
tion in  the  country,  and  thirty  from  the  date  of  Franklin's  Ap- 
peal, before  the  society  sent  off  its  first  emigrants.  At  that  date, 
no  extended  plans  were  in  existence,  promising  relief  to  the  free 
colored  man.  A  period  of  lethargy,  among  the  benevolent,  had 
succeeded  the  State  emancipations,  as  a  consequence  of  the  indif- 
ference of  the  free  colored  people,  as  a  clasg,  to  their  degraded 
condition.  The  public  sentiment  of  the  country  was  ftilly  pre- 
pared, therefore,  to  adopt  colonization  as  the  best  means,  or, 
rather,  as  the  only  means  for  accomplishing  any  thing  for  them  or 
for  the  African  race.  Indeed,  so  general  was  the  sentiment  in 
favor  of  colonization,  somewhere  beyond  the  limits  of  the  United 
States,  that  those  who  disliked  Africa,  commenced  a  scheme  of 
emigration  to  Hayti,  and  prosecuted  it,  until  eight  thousand  free 
colored  persons  were  removed  to  that  island — a  number  nearly 
equaling  the  whole  emigration  to  Liberia  up  to  1850.  Haytien 
emigration,  however,  proved  a  most  disastrous  experiment. 

But  the  general  acquiescence  in  the  objects  of  the  Colonization 
Society  did  not  long  continue.  The  exports  of  cotton  from  the 
South  were  then  rapidly  on  the  increase.  Slave  labor  had  become 
profitable,  and  slaves,  in  the  cotton-growing  States,  were  no  longer 
considered  a  burden.  Seven  years  after  the  first  emigrants 
reached  Liberia,  the  South  exported  294,310,115  lbs.  of  cotton; 
and,  the  year  following,  the  total  cotton  crop  reached  325,000,000 
lbs.     But  a  great  depression  in  prices  had  occurred,*  and  alarmed 

*  See  Table  I,  Appendix. 
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the  planters  for  their  safety.  They  had  decided  against  emanci- 
pation, and  now  to  have  their  slaves  rendered  valueless,  was  an 
evil  they  were  determined  to  avert.  The  Report  of  the  Boston 
Prison  Discipline  Society,  which  appeared  at  this  moment,  was 
well  calculated,  by  the  disclosures  it  made,  to  increase  the  alarm 
in  the  South,  and  to  confirm  slaveholders  in  their  belief  of  the 
dangers  of  emancipation. 

At  this  juncture,  a  war&re  against  colonization  was  commenced 
at  the  South,  and  it  was  pronounced  an  abolition  scheme  in  dis- 
guise. In  defending  itself,  the  society  re-asserted  its  principles 
of  neutrality  in  relation  to  slavery,  and  that  it  had  only  in  view 
the  colonization  of  the  free  colored  people.  In  the  heat  of  the 
contest,  the  South  were  reminded  of  their  former  sentiments  in 
relation  to  the  whole  colored  population,  and  that  colonization 
merely  proposed  removing  one  division  of  a  people  they  had  pro- 
nounced a  public  burden.  * 

The  emancipationists  at  the  North  had  only  lent  their  aid  to 
colonization  in  the  hope  that  it  would  prove  an  able  auxiliary  to 
abolition ;  but  when  the  society  declared  its  unalterable  purpose 
to  adhere  to  its  original  position  of  neutrality,  they  withdrew  their 
support,  and  commenced  hostilities  against  it.  '^  The  Anti-Slavery 
Society, "  said  a  distinguished  abolitionist,  "  began  with  a  decla- 
ration of  war  against  the  Colonization  Society,  "f  This  feeling 
of  hostility  was  greatly  increased  by  the  action  of  the  abolitionists 

*  The  sentiment  of  the  Colonization  Society,  was  expressed  in  the  following 
resolution,  embraced  in  its  annual  report  of  1826  : 

^Besolved, — That-  the  society  disclaims,  in  the  most  unqualified  terms,  the  de- 
sign attributed  to  it^  of  interfering,  on  the  one  hand,  with  the  legal  rights  and 
oUigationfl  of  slavery ;  and,  on  the  other,  of  perpetuating  its  existence  within 
the  limits  of  the  country. '' 

On  another  occasion  Mr.  Clay,  on  behalf  of  the  society,  defined  its  position 
thus: 

"  It  protested,  from  the  commencement,  and  throughout  all  its  progress,  and 
it  now  protests,  that  it  entertains  no  purpose,  on  its  own  authority,  or  by  its  own 
means,  to  attempt  emancipation,  partial  or  general ;  that  it  knows  the  General 
GoTemment  has  no  constitutional  power  to  achieve  such  an  object ;  that  it  be- 
lieres  that  the  States,  and  the  States  only,  which  tolerate  slavery,  can  accom- 
plish the  work  of  emandpatbn :  and  that  it  ought  to  be  left  to  them  exdu- 
Bvely,  absolutely,  and  Toluntaiily,  to  decide  the  qvmldon. " — AnA  Annwd  i2»- 
jort  JR.  H  1828. 

t  Gnrit  Smith,  188ft. 
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of  England.  The  doctrine  of  "Immediate,  not  Gradual  Aboli- 
tion," was  announced  by  them  as  their  creed;  and  the  anti- 
slaverj  men  of  the  United  States  adopted  it  as  the  basis  of  their 
action.  Its  success  in  the  English  Parliament,  in  procuring  the 
passage  of  the  Act  for  West  India  emancipation,  in  1833,  gave  a 
great  impulse  to  the  aboUtion  cause  in  the  United  States. 

In  1832,  William  Lloyd  Oarrison  declared  hostilities  against 
the  Colonization  Society ;  in  1834,  James  G.  Birney  followed  his 
example ;  and,  in  1836  Gerritt  Smith  also  abandoned  the  cause. 
The  North  everywhere  resounded  with  the  cry  of  "Immediate 
Abolition ; "  and,  in  1837,  the  abolitionists  numbered  1,015  socie- 
ties ;  had  seventy  agents  under  commission,  and  an  income,  for 
the  year,  of  $36,000.*  The  Colonization  Society,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  greatly  embarrassed.  Its  income,  in  1838,  was  re- 
duced to  $10,000 ;  it  was  deeply  in  debt ;  the  parent  society  did 
not  send  a  single  emigrant,  that  year,  to  Liberia ;  and  its  enemies 
pronounced  it  bankrupt  and  dead.-f 

But  did  the  abolitionists  succeed  in  forcing  emancipation  upon 
the  South,  when  they  had  thus  rendered  colonization  powerless  ? 
Did  the  fetters  fall  from  the  slave  at  their  bidding?  Did  fire  from 
heaven  descend,  and  consume  the  slaveholder  at  their  invocation? 
No  such  thing  1  They  had  not  touched  the  true  cause  of  the  ex- 
tension of  slavery.  They  had  not  discovered  the  secret  of  its 
power ;  and,  therefore,  its  locks  remained  unshorn,  its  strength 
unabated.  The  institution  advanced  as  triumphantly  as  if  no 
opposition  existed.  The  planters  were  progressing  steadily,  in 
securing  to  themselves  the  monopoly  of  the  cotton  markets  of 
Europe,  and  in  extending  the  area  of  slavery  at  home.  In  the 
same  year  that  Gerritt  Smith  declared  for  abolition,  the  title  of 
the  Indians  to  fifly-flve  millions  of  acres  of  land,  in  the  slave 
States,  was  extinguished,  and  the  tribes  removed.  The  year  that 
colonization  was  depressed  to  the  lowest  point,  the  exports  of  cot- 
ton, from  the  United  States,  amounted  to  595,952,297  lbs.,  and 
the  consumption  of  the  article  in  England,  to  477,206,108  lbs. 


♦  Lundy's  Life. 

f  On  the  floor  of  an  EoclesuuBtdcal  Assembly,  one  minister  pronounced  coloni- 
zation "  a  dead  horse ; "  while  another  claimed  that  his  **  old  mare  was  giving 
freedom  to  more  slaves,  by  trotting  ofif  with  them  to  Canada,  than  the  Coloni- 
zation Society  was  sending  of  emigrants  to  Liberia. " 
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When  Mr.  Birney  seceded  from  colonization,  he  encouraged  his 
new  allies  with  the  hope,  that  West  India  free  labor  would  render 
our  slave  labor  less  profitable,  and  emancipation,  as  a  conse- 
quence, be  more  easily  effected.  How  stood  this  matter  six  years 
afterward?  This  will  be  best  understood  by  contrast.  In  1800, 
the  West  Indies  exported  17,000,000  lbs.  of  cotton,  and  the 
United  States,  17,789,803  lbs.  They  were  then  about  equally 
productive  in  that  article.  In  1840,  the  West  India  exports  had 
dwindled  down  to  427,529  lbs.,  while  those  of  the  United  States 
had  increased  to  743,941,061  lbs. 

And  what  was  England  doing  all  this  while?  Having  lost  her 
supplies  from  the  West  Indies,  she  was  quietly  spinning  away  at 
American  slave  labor  cotton ;  and  to  ease  the  public  conscience 
of  the  kingdom,  was  loudly  talking  of  a  free  labor  supply  of  the 
commodity  from  the  banks  of  the  Niger !  But  the  expedition  up 
that  river  failed,  and  1845  found  her  manufacturing  626,496,000 
lbs.  of  cotton,  mostly  the  product  of  American  slaves!  The 
strength  of  American  slavery  at  that  moment  may  be  inferred 
from  the  fact,  that  we  exported  that  year  872,905,996  lbs.  of 
cotton,  and  our  production  of  cane  sugar  had  reached  over  200, 
000,000  lbs.;  while,  to  make  room  for  slavery  extension,  we 
were  busied  in  the  annexation  of  Texas  and  in  preparations  for 
the  consequent  war  with  Mexico  I 

But  abolitionists  themselves,  some  time  before  this,  had,  mostly, 
become  convinced  of  the  feeble  character  of  their  efforts  against 
slavery,  and  allowed  politicians  to  enlist  them  in  a  political  cru- 
sade, as  the  last  hope  of  arresting  the  progress  of  the  system. 
The  cry  of  "  Immediate  Abolition "  died  away ;  reliance  upon 
moral  means  was  mainly  abandoned ;  and  the  limitation  of  the 
institution,  geographically,  became  the  chief  object  of  effort.  The 
results  of  more  than  a  dozen  years  of  political  action  are  before 
the  public,  and  what  has  it  accomplished  !  We  are  not  now  con- 
cerned in  the  inquiry  of  how  far  the  strategy  of  politicians  suc- 
ceeded in  making  the  votes  of  abolitionists  subservient  to  slavery 
extension.  That  they  did  so,  in  at  least  one  prominent  case,  will 
never  be  denied  by  any  candid  man.  All  we  intend  to  say,  is, 
that  the  cotton  planters,  instead  of  being  crippled  in  their  opera- 
tions, were  able,  in  the  year  ending  the  last  of  June,  1853,  to  ex- 
port 1,111,570,370  lbs.  of  cotton,  beside  supplying  near  300,000, 
000  lbs.  for  home  consumption ;  and  that  England,  the  year  ending 
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the  last  of  January,  1853,  couaumed  the  unprecedented  quantity 
of  817,998,048  lbs.  of  that  staple.*  The  year  1854,  instead  of 
finding  slavery  perishing  under  the  blows  it  had  received,  has 
witnessed  the  destruction  of  all  the  old  barriers  to  its  extension, 
and  beholds  it  expanded  widely  enough  for  the  profitable  employ- 
ment of  the  slave  population,  with  all  its  natural  increase,  for  a 
hundred  years  to  come  1 ! 

If  political  action  against  slavery  has  been  thus  disastrously 
unfortunate,  how  is  it  with  anti-slavery  action,  at  large,  as  to  its 
eflSciency  at  this  moment?  On  this  point,  hear  the  testimony  of 
a  correspondent  of  Frederick  Douglass'  Paper,  January  26, 
1855: 

''How  gloriously  did  the  anti-slavery  cause  arise in 

1833-4 1    And  now  what  is  it,  in  our  agency ! What  is  it, 

through  the  errors  or  crimes  of  its  advocates  variously — probably 
quite  as  much  as  through  the  brazen,  gross,  and  licentious  wicked- 
ness of  its  enemies.  Alas  I  what  is  it  but  a  mutilated,  feeble, 
discordant,  and  half-expiring  instrument,  at  which  Satan  and  his 
children,  legally  and  illegally,  scofi*!     Of  it  I  despair." 

Such  are  the  crowning  results  of  both  political  and  anti-slavery 
action,  for  the  overthrow  of  slavery  I  Such  are  the  demonstra- 
tions of  their  utter  impotency  as  a  means  of  relief  to  the  bond  and 
free  of  the  colored  people  1 

Surely,  then,  if  the  negro  is  capable  of  elevation,  it  is  time 
that  some  other  measures  should  be  devised,  than  those  hitherto 
adopted,  for  the  melioration  of  the  African  race  I  Surely,  too,  it 
is  time  for  the  American  people  to  rebuke  that  class  of  politicians, 
North  and  South,  whose  only  capital  consists  in  keeping  up  a  fruit- 
less warfare  upon  the  subject  of  slavery — nay  I  abundant  in  fruits 
to  the  poor  colored  mi^n ;  but  to  him,  '^  their  vine  is  of  the  vine  of 
Sodom,  and  of  the  fields  of  Qomorrah ;  their  grapes  are  grapes  of 
gall,  their  clusters  are  bitter ;  their  vine  is  the  poison  of  dragons, 
and  the  cruel  venom  of  asps,  "f 

The  application  oi  this  language,  to  the  case  under  considera- 
tion, will  be  fully  justified  when  the  fiu^ts,  in  the  remaining  pages 
of  this  work,  are  carefrdly  studied. 


*  This  portion  of  the  work  is  left  unchanged,  and  the  statistics  of  the  IncraaM 
of  slave  labor  products,  up  to  1859,  introduced  elsewhere. 
f  Deuteronomy,  xxxii.  32,  33. 
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CHAPTER   V. 

THE   RELATIONS  OF  AMERICAN  SLAVERY  TO  THE  INDUSTRUL  INTER- 
ESTS OF  OUR  COUNTRY;  TO  THE  DEMANDS  OF  COMMERCE;  AND  TO  THE 

PRESENT  POLITICAL  CRISIS. 

• 

Present  condition  of  Slavery — ^Not  an  isolated  system — Its  relations  to  other  in- 
dustrial interests — To  manufactures,  commercei  trade,  human  comfort — Its 
benevolent  aspect — The  reverse  picture — Immense  value  of  tropical  posses* 
sions  to  Great  Britain — England's  attempted  monopoly  of  Manufacture^-^ 
Her  dependence  on  American  Planters — Cotton  Planters  attempt  to  mo- 
nopolize Cotton  markets — Fusion  of  these  parties — Free  Trade  essential  to 
their  success — Influence  on  agriculture,  mechanics — Exports  of  Cotton,  To- 
baooo,  eta — Increased  production  of  Provisions^Their  extent — New  markets 
needed. 

The  iDStitntion  of  slavery,  at  this  moment,  gives  indications  of 
a  vitality  that  was  never  anticipated  by  its  friends  or  foes.  Its 
enemies  often  supposed  it  about  ready  to  expire,  from  the  wounds 
they  had  inflicted,  when  in  truth  it  had  taken  two  steps  in  ad- 
vance, while  they  had  taken  twice  the  number  in  an  opposite 
direction.  In  each  successive  conflict,  its  assailants  have  been 
weakened,  while  its  dominion  has  been  extended. 

This  has  arisen  from  causes  too  generally  overlooked.  Slavery 
is  not  an  isolated  system,  but  is  so  mingled  with  the  business  of 
the  world,  that  it  derives  £Eicilities  from  the  most  innocent  transac- 
tions. Capital  and  labor,  in  Europe  and  America,  are  largely 
employed  in  the  manufacture  of  cotton.  These  goods,  to  a  great 
extent,  may  be  seen  freighting  every  vessel,  from  Ohristian  nations, 
that  traverses  the  seas  of  the  globe ;  and  filling  the  warehouses 
and  shelves  of  the  merchants  over  two-thirds  of  the  world.  By 
the  industry,  jakill,  and  enterprise  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
cotton,  mankind  are  better  clothed ;  their  comfort  better  promoted ; 
general  industry  more  highly  stimulated ;  commerce  more  widely 
extended;  and  civilization  more  rapidly  advanced  than  in  any 
preceding  age. 

To  the  superficial  observer,  all  the  agencies,  based  upon  the  sale 
and  manufacture  of  cotton,  seem  to  be  legitimately  engaged  in 
promoting  human  happiness ;  and  he,  doubtless,  feels  like  invok 
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ing  Heaven's  choicest  blessings  upon  them.  TYTien  he  sees  the 
stockholders  in  the  cotton  corporations  receiving  their  dividends, 
the  operatives  their  wages,  the  merchants  their  profits,  and  civil- 
ized people  everywhere  clothed  comfortably  in  cottons,  he  can  not 
refrain  from  exclaiming:  The  lines  have  fallen  unto  them  in 
pleasant  places ;  yea,  they  have  a  goodly  heritage  I 

But  turn  a  moment  to  the  source  whence  the  raw  cotton,  the 
basis  of  these  operations,  is  obtained,  and  observe  the  aspect  of 
things  in  that  direction.  4  When  the  statistics  on  the  subject  are 
examined,  it  appears  that  nine-tenths  of  the  cotton  consumed  in 
the  Christian  world  is  the  product  of  the  slave  labor  of  the  United 
States.*  \  It  is  this  monopoly  that  has  given  to  slavery  its  commer- 
cial value;  and,  while  this  monopoly  is  retained,  the  institution 
will  continue  to  extend  itself  wherever  it  can  find  room  to  spread. 
He  who  looks  for  any  other  result,  must  expect  that  nations, 
which,  for  centuries,  have  waged  war  to  extend  their  commerce, 
will  now  abandon  that  means  of  aggrandizement,  and  bankrupt 
themselves  to  force  the  abolition  of  American  slavery ! 

This  is  not  all.  The  economical  value  of  slavery,  as  an  agency 
for  supplying  the  means  of  extending  manufactures  and  com- 
merce, has  long  been  understood  by  statesmen.!    The  discovery 

♦  See  Appendix,  Table  I. 

t  It  may  be  well  here  to  illustrate  this  point,  by  an  extract  from  McQueen,  of 
England,  in  1844,  when  this  highly  intelligent  gentleman  was  urging  upon  his 
government  the  great  necessity  which  existed  for  securing  to  itself,  as  speedily 
as  possil>le,  the  control  of  the  labor  and  the  products  of  tropical  Africa.  In  ref- 
erence to  the  benefits  which  had  been  derived  from  her  West  India  colonies, 
before  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  and  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves 
had  rendered  them  comparatively  unproductive,  he  said  :  **  During  the  fearful 
struggle  of  a  quarter  of  a  cenlury,  for  her  existence  as  a  nation,  against  the 
power  and  resources  of  Europe,  directed  by  the  most  intelligent  but  remorseless 
military  ambition  against  her,  the  command  of  the  productions  of  the  torrid  zone, 
and  the  advantageous  commerce  which  that  afforded,  gave  to  Great  Britain  the 
power  and  the  resources  which  enabled  her  to  meet,  to  combat,  and  to  over- 
come, her  numerous  and  reckless  enemies  in  every  battle-field,  whether  by  sea 
or  land,  throughout  the  world.  In  her  the  world  saw  realized  the  fabled  giant 
of  antiquity.  With  her  hundred  hands  she  grasped  her  foes  in  every  region 
under  heaven,  and  crushed  them  with  resistless  energy. " 

In  further  presenting  the  considerations  which  he  considered  necessary  to  se- 
cure the  adoption  of  the  policy  he  was  urging,  Mr.  McQueen  referred  to  the 
difficulties  which  were  then  surrounding  Great  Britain,  and  the  extent  to  which 
rival  nations  had  surpassed  her  in  tropical  cultivation.    He  continued  :     **The 
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of  the  power  of  steam,  and  the  inventions  in  machinery,  for  pre- 
paring and  manufacturing  cotton,  revealed  the  important  fact,  that 
a  single  island,  having  the  monopoly  secured  to  itself,  could  sup- 
ply the  world  with  clothing.  Great  Britain  attempted  to  gain  this 
monopoly ;  and,  to  prevent  other  countries  from  rivaling  her,  she 
long  prohibited  all  emigration  of  skillful  mechanics  from  the  king- 
dom, as  well  as  all  exports  of  machinery.  As  country  after 
country  was  opened  to  her  commerce,  the  markets  for  her  manu- 
factures were  extended,  and  the  demand  for  the  raw  material  in- 
creased. The  benefits  of  this  enlarged  commerce  of  the  world, 
were  not  confined  to  a  single  nation,  but  mutually  enjoyed  by  all. 
As  each  had  products  to  sell^  peculiar  to  itself,  the  advantages 
often  gained  by  one  were  no  detriment  to  the  others.  The  prin- 
cipal articles  demanded  by  this  increasing  commerce  have  been 
cofiee,  sugar,  and  cotton,  in  the  production  of  which  slave  labor 
has  greatly  predominated.  Since  the  enlargement  of  manufac- 
tures, cotton  has  entered  more  extensively  into  commerce  than 
cofiee  and  sugar,  though  the  demand  for  all  three  has  advanced 
with  the  greatest  rapidity.  England  could  only  become  a  great 
commercial  nation,  through  the  agency  of  her  manufactures.  She 
was  the  best  supplied,  of  all  the  nations,  with  the  necessary  cap- 
increased  cultivation  and  prosperity  of  foreign  tropical  possessions  is  become  so 
great,  and  is  advancing  so  rapidly  the  power  and  resources  of  other  nations,  that 
these  are  embarrassing  this  country,  (England,)  in  all  her  commercial  relations, 
in  her  pecuniary  resources,  and  in  all  her  political  relations  and  negotiations. " 

'*  Instead  of  supplying  her  own  wants  with  tropical  productions,  and 

next  nearly  all  Europe,  as  she  formerly  did,  she  had  scarcely  enough^.of  some 
of  the  most  important  articles,  for  her  own  consumption,  while  her  colonies 

were  mostly  supplied  with  foreign  slave  produce. " ''In  the  mean  time 

tropical  productions  had  been  increased  from  $75,000,000,  to  $300,000,000  an- 
naally.  The  English  capital  invested  in  tropical  productions  in  the  East  and 
West  Indies,  had  been,  by  emancipation  in  the  latter,  reduced  from  $760,000, 
000,  to  $650,000,000 ;  while,  since  1806,  on  the  part  of  foreign  nations  $4,000, 
000,000  of  fixed  capital  had  been  created  in  slaves  and  in  cultivation  wholly  de- 
pendent upon  the  labor  of  slaves."  The  odds,  therefore,  in  agricultural  and 
commercial  capital  and  interest,  and  consequently  in  political  power  and  influ- 
ence, arrayed  against  the  British  tropical  possessions,  were  very  fearful — six  to 
one.  This  will  be  better  understood  by  giving  the  figures  on  the  subject  The 
contrast  is  very  striking,  and  reveals  the  secret  of  England's  untiring  zeal  about 
slavery  and  the  slave  trade.  Indeed,  Mr.  McQueen  frankly  acknowledges,  thai 
*'If  the  foreign  slave  trade  be  not  extingmshed,  and  the  cultivation  of  th^  trop- 
ical territories  of  other  powers  opposed  and  checked  by  British  tropical  cultiva- 
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ital,  skill,  labor,  and  fhel,  to  extend  her  commerce  by  this  means. 
But,  for  the  raw  material,  to  supply  her  manufactories,  she  was 
dependent  upon  other  countries.  The  planters  of  the  United 
States  were  the  most  &vorably  situated  for  the  cultivation  of 
cotton ;  and  while  Oreat  Britain  was  aiming  at  monopolizing  its 
manufacture,  they  attempted  to  monopolize  the  markets  for  that 
staple.  This  led  to  a  fusion  of  interests  between  them  and  the 
British  manufacturers ;  and  to  the  adoption  of  principles  in  polit- 
ical economy,  which,  if  rendered  effective,  would  promote  the 
interests  of  this  coalition.  With  the  advantages  possessed  by 
the  English  manufiwturers,  "  Free  Trade  "  would  render  all  other 
nations  subservient  to  their  interests ;  and,  so  far  as  their  opera- 
tions should  be  increased,  just  so  far  would  the  demand  for 
American  cotton  be  extended.  The  details  of  the  success  of  the 
parties  to  this  combination,  and  the  opposition  they  have  had  to 


tion,  then  the  interests  and  the  power  of  such  states  will  rise  into  a  preponder- 
ance over  those  of  Great  Britain ;  and  the  power  and  the  influence  of  the  latter 
will  cease  to  be  felt,  feared  and  respected,  amongst  the  clyilized  and  powerful 
nations  of  the  world. " 

But  here  are  the  figures  upon  which  this  humiliating  acknowledgement  is 
made.  The  productions  of  th«  tropical  possessions  of  Great  Britain  and  for- 
eign countries,  respectively,  at  the  period  alluded  to  by  Mr.  McQueen,  and  as 
given  by  himself,  stood  as  follows  : 


SuoAB— 1842. 

Britiah  ponessioiis. 
West  Indies,  cwts.  2,508,552 

East  Indies,  ''        940,452 

Mauritius,  (1841)  "        544,767 


Total    8,993,771 


Cuba, 
Brazil, 
Java, 
Louisiana^ 


Fcveign  countries. 

cwts.  5,800,000 
2,400,000 
1,105,757 
1,400,000 
Total    10,705,757 


II 


II 


(I 


Ck>FFEE— 1842. 


West  Indies, 
East  Indies^ 


Iba.    9,186,555 

*«   18,206,448 

Total    27,393,003 


Java^ 
Brazil, 
Cuba, 
Veuezaela^ 


Cotton— 1840. 


West  Indies, 

East  Indies, 

To  China  from  do. 


lbs.       427,529 
"    77,015,917 
'*    60,000,000 
Total    187,443,446 


United  States, 

Java, 

Brazil, 


lbs.  134,842,715 

«    135,000,800 

"     33,589,325 

"     34,000,000 

Total    337,432,840 


lbs.  790,479,275 
165,504,800 
25,222,828 
Total    981,206,903 


II 


II 
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encounter,  are  left  to  be  noticed  more  fiilly  hereafter.  To  the 
cotton  planters,  the  co-partnership  has  been  eminently  advan- 
tageous. ^ 

How  far  the  other  agricultural  interests  of  the  'United  States 
are  promoted,  by  extending  the  cultivation  of  cotton,  may  be  in- 
ferred from  the  Census  returns  of  1860,  and  the  Congressional 
Reports  on  Commerce  and  Navigation,  for  1854.*  Cotton  and 
tobacco,  only,  are  largely  exported.  The  production  of  sugar 
does  not  yet  equal  our  consumption  of  the  article,  and  we  import, 
chiefly  from  slave  labor  countries,  445,446,680  lbs.  to  make  up  the 
deficiency.!  But  of  cotton  and  tobacco,  we  export  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  amount  produced ;  while  of  other  products  of  the 
agriculturists,  less  than  the  one  fbrty-stxth  part  is  exported. 
Foreign  nations,  generaUy*,  can  grow  their  provisions,  but  can  not 
grow  their  tobacco  and  cotton.  Our  surplus  provisions,  not  ex- 
ported, go  to  the  villages,  towns,  and  cities,  to  feed  the  mechanics, 
manufiEU^turers,  merchants,  professional  men,  and  others ;  or  to  the 
cotton  and  sugar  districts  of  the  South,  to  feed  the  planters  and 
their  slaves.  The  increase  of  mechanics  and  manufacturers  at 
the  North,  and  the  expansion  of  slavery  at  the  South,  therefore, 
augment  the  markets  for  provisions,  and  promote  the  prosperity 
of  the  farmer.  As  the  mechanical  population  increases^  the  im- 
plements of  industry  and  articles  of  furniture  are  multiplied,  so 
that  both  farmer  and  planter  can  be  supplied  with  them  on  easier 
terms.  As  foreign  nations  open  their  markets  to  cotton  fabrics, 
increased  demands  for  the  raw  material  are  made.  As  new 
grazing  and  grain-gh)wing  States  are  developed,  and  teem  with 
their  surplus  productions,  the  mechanic  is  benefited,  and  the 
planter,  relieved  from  food-raising,  can  employ  his  slaves  more 
extensively  upon  cotton.  It  is  thus  that  our  exports  are  increased ; 
our  foreign  commerce  advanced ;  the  home  markets  of  the  me- 
chanic and  farmer  extended, .  and  the  wealth  of  the  nation  pro- 
moted. It  is  thus,  also,  that  the  free  labor  of  the  country 
finds  remunerating  markets  for  its  products — though  at  the  ex- 
pense of  serving  as  an  efiicient  auxiliary  in  the  extension  of 
slavery  I 

But  more :     80  speedily  are  new  grain-growing  States  spring* 

*  See  Appendix,  Table  11. 

t  Table  IIL     For  Statistics  up  to  1859,  see  chapter  YI.  and  Appendix. 
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ing  up ;  80  vast  is  the  territory  owned  by  the  United  States,  ready 
for  settlement ;  and  so  enormoas  will  soon  be  the  amount  of  pro- 
'  ducts  demanding  profitably  markets,  that  the  national  government 
has  been  seeking  new  outlets  for  them,  upon  our  own  continent, 
to  which,  alone,  they  can  be  advantageously  transported.  That 
such  outlets,  when  our  vast  possessions  Westward  are  brought 
under  cultivation,  will  be  an  imperious  necessity,  is  known  to 
every  statesman.  The  farmers  of  these  new  States,  after  the 
example  of  those  of  the  older  sections  of  the  country,  will  demand 
a  market  for  their  products.  This  can  be  furnished,  only,  by  the 
extension  of  slavery ;  by  the  acquisition  of  more  tropical  territory; 
by  opening  the  ports  of  Brazil,  and  other  South  American 
countries,  to  the  admission  of  our  provisions;  by  their  free  im- 
portation into  European  countries ;  or  by  a  vast  enlargement  of 
domestic  manufactures,  to  the  exclusion  of  foreign  goods  from  the 
country.  Look  at  this  question  as  it  now  stands,  and  then  judge 
of  what  it  must  be  twenty  years  hence.  The  class  of  products 
under  consideration,  in  the  whole  country,  in  1853,  were  valued 
at  $1,551,176,490;  of  which  there  were  exported  to  foreign 
countries,  to  the  value  of  only  $33,809,126.*  The  planter  will 
not  assent  to  any  check  upon  the  foreign  imports  of  the  country, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer.  This  demands  the  adoption  of  vig- 
orous measures  to  secure  a  market  for  his  products  by  some  of 
the  other  modes  stated.  Hence,  the  orders  of  our  executive,  in 
1851,  for  the  exploration  of  tibe  valley  of  the  Amazon ;  the  efibrts, 
in  1854,  to  obtain  a  treaty  with  Brazil,  for  the  free  navigation  of 
that  immense  river ;  the  negotiations  for  a  military  foothold  in  St. 
Domingo ;  and  the  determination  to  acquire  Cuba.  But  we  must 
not  anticipate  topics  to  be  considered  at  a  later  period  in  our 
discussion. 


*  See  Appendix,  Table  IL 
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CHAPTER   VI. 

Foresight  of  Great  BritaiD — Hon.  George  Thompson's  predictions — Their  fail- 
ore — England's  dependence  on  Slave  labor — Blackwood's  Magazine — London 
Econoniist — McGulIough — Her  exports  of  cotton  goods — Neglect  to  improve 
the  proper  moment  for  Emancipation — Admission  of  Gerrit  Smith — Cotton^ 
its  exports,  its  value,  extent  of  crop,  and  cost  of  our  cotton  fabrics— rProm- 
ions,  their  value,  their  export^  their  consumption — Oroceries,  source  of  their 
suppb'es,  cost  of  amount  consumed — Our  total  indebtedness  to  Slave  labor- 
How  far  Free  labor  sustains  Slave  labor. 

Antecedent  to  all  the  movements  noticed  in  the  preceding 
chapter,  Oreat  Britain  had  foreseen  the  coming  increased  demand 
for  tropical  products.  Indeed,  her  West  Indian  policy,  of  a  few 
years  previous,  had  hastened  the  crisis ;  and,  to  repair  her  injuries, 
and  meet  the  general  outcry  for  cotton,  she  made  the  most  vigor- 
ous efforts  to  promote  its  cultivation  in  her  own  tropical  posses- 
sions. The  motives  prompting  her  to  this  policy,  need  not  be 
referred  to  here,  as  they  will  be  noticed  hereafter.  The  Hon. 
Greorge  Thompson,  it  will  be  remembered,  when  urging  the  in- 
crease of  cotton  cultivation  in  the  East  Indies,  declared  that  the 
Bcheme  must  succeed,  and  that,  soon,  all  slave  labor  cotton  would 
be  repudiated  by  the  British  manufacturers.  Mr  Garrison  in- 
dorsed the  measure,  and  expressed  his  belief  that,  with  its  success, 
the  American  slave  system  must  inevitably  perish  from  starva- 
tion !  But  England's  efforts  signally  failed,  and  the  golden  apple, 
folly  ripened,  dropped  into  the  lap  of  our  cotton  planters.*  The 
year  that  heard  Thompson*s  pompous  predictions,!  witnessed  the 
consumption  of  but  445,744,000  lbs.  of  cotton,  by  England; 
while,  fourteen  years  later,  she  used  817,998,048  lbs.,  nearly  700, 
000,000  lbs.  of  which  were  obtained  from  America  1  v 

That  we  have  not  overstated  her  dependence  upon  om*  slave 
labor  for  cotton  is  a  feet  of  world-wide  notoriety.  BlackwoocPs 
Magazine^  January,  1853,  in  referring  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
article,  by  the  United  States,  says : 


*  Paganism  has,  long  since,  attained  its  maximum  in  agricultural  industry, 
and  the  introduction  of  Christian  civilization,  into  India,  can,  alone,  lead  to  an 
increase  of  its  productions  for  export 

t  1839. 
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''With  its  increased  growth  has  sprang  up  that  mercantile 
navy,  which  now  waves  its  stripes  and  stars  over  every  sea,  and 
that  foreign  influencCi  which  has  placed  the  internal  peace — 
we  may  say  the  subsistence  of  millions  in  every  manufactur- 
ing country  in  Europe — within  the  power  of  an  oligarchy  of 
planters. " 

In  reference  to  the  same  subject,  the  London  Economist  quotes 
as  follows : 

^'  Let  any  great  social  or  physical  convulsion  visit  the  United 
States,  and  England  would  feel  the  shock  from  Laud's  End  to 
John  O'Groats.  The  lives  of  nearly  two  millions  of  our  country- 
men are  dependent  upon  the  cotton  crops  of  America;  their 
destiny  may  be  said,  without  any  kind  of  hyperbole,  to  hang  upon 
a  thread.  Should  any  dire  calamity  befall  the  land  of  cotton,  a 
thousand  of  our  merchant  ships  would  rot  idly  in  dock ;  ten  thou- 
sand mills  must  stop  their  busy  looms ;  two  thousand  thousand 
mouths  would  starve,  for  lack  of  food  to  feed  them." 

A  more  definite  statement  of  England's  indebtedness  to  cotton, 
is  given  by  McCallough ;  who  shows  that  as  far  back  as  1832,  her 
exports  of  cotton  fabrics  were  equal  in  value  to  about  two-thirds 
of  all  the  woven  fabrics  exported  from  the  empire.  The  same 
state  of  things,  nearly,  existed  in  1849,  when  the  cotton  fabrics 
exported,  according  to  the  London  Economist^  were  valued  at 
about  $140,000,000,  while  all  the  other  woven  fabrics  exported 
did  not  quite  reach  to  the  value  of  $68,000,000.  On  consulting 
the  same  authority,  of  still  later  dates,  it  appears,  that  the  last 
four  years  has  prodtlced  no  material  change  in  the  relations  which 
the  different  classes  of  British  fabrics,  exported,  bear  to  each  other. 
The  present  condition  of  the  demand  and  supplies  of  cotton, 
throughout  Europe,  and  the  extent  to  which  the  increasing  con- 
sumption of  that  staple  must  stimulate  the  American  planters  to  its 
increased  production,  will  be  noticed  in  the  proper  place.* 


*  England  and  Slavebt. — In  the  Lofndaa  TmM  of  October  Tth,  1858,  there 
is  a  long  and  very  able  and  candid  article  on  the  subject  of  cotton.  The  pro- 
portions of  the  article  used  by  different  nations  are  thus  stated  : 

Great  Britain, 51.28 

France, - 13.24 

Northern  Europe, 6.84 

Other  foreign  ports, • 5.91 

Consumption  of  the  U.  S., 23.58 
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There  was  a  time  when  American  slave  labor  sustained  no  such 
relations  to  the  manufactures  and  commerce  of  the  world  as  it 
now  so  firmly  holds;  and  when,  by  the  adoption  of  proper 
measures,  on  the  part  of  the  free  colored  people  and  their  friends, 
the  emancipation  of  the  slaves,  in  all  the  States,  might,  possibly, 
have  been  effected.  But  that  period  has  passed  forever  away,  and 
causes,  unforeseen,  have  come  into  operation,  which  are  too 
powerful  to  be  overcome  by  any  agencies  that  have  since  been 
employed.*  What  Divine  Providence  may  have  in  store  for  the 
future,  we  know  not ;  but,  at  present,  the  institution  of  slavery  is 
sustained  by  numberless  pillars,  too  massive  for  human  power 
and  wisdom  to  overthrow. 

Take  another  view  of  this  subject.  To  say  nothing  now  of  the 
tobacco,  rice,  and  sugar,  which  are  the  products  of  our  slave 
labor,  we  exported  raw  cotton  to  the  value  of  $109,456,404  in 
1853.  Its  destination  was,  to  Great  Britain,  768,596,498  lbs. ;  to 
the  Continent  of  Europe,  335,271,484  lbs. ;  to  countries  on  our 
own  Continent,  7,702,438  lbs.;  making  the  total  exports,  1,111, 
570,370  lbs.  The  entire  crop  of  that  year  being  1,305,152,800 
lbs.,  gives,  for  home  consumption,  268,403,600  Ibs.f  Of  this, 
there  was  manufactured  into  cotton  fabrics  to  the  value  of 
$61,869,274; J  of  which  there  was  retained,  for  home  markets, 
to  the  value  of  $53,100,290.  Our  imports  of  cotton  fabrics 
from  Europe,  in  1853,  for  consumption,  amounted  in  value  to 


Thus  it  appears  that  England  uses  more  of  the  raw  material  than  all  the  rest 
of  the  world.  After  giving  the  great  facts  the  writer  uses  the  following 
language : 

**  An  advance  of  one  pence  per  pound  on  the  price  of  American  cotton  is 
welcomed  hj  the  slave-owner  of  the  Southern  States  as  supplying  him  with 
the  sinews  of  war  for  the  struggle  now  waging  with  the  Northern  abolitionists. 
This  mere  advance  of  one  pence  on  our  present  annual  consumption  is  equiva- 
lent to  an  annual  subscription  of  sixteen  millions  of  dollars  toward  the  main- 
tainance  of  American  slavery. " — American  Missionary, 

♦  See  the  speech  of  the  Hon.  Gerrit  Smith,  on  the  "  Kansas-Nebraska  Bill," 
in  which  he  asserts,  that  the  invention  of  the  Cotton  Oin  fastened  slavery  upon 
the  country ;  and  that,  but  for  its  invention,  slavery  would  long  since  have  dis- 
appeared. 

f  This  is  only  the<consumption  north  of  Virginia. 

X  This  estimate  is  probably  too  low,  being  taken  from  the  census  of  1850. 
The  exports  of  cottons  for  1850  were  $4,734,424 ;  and  for  1353,  $8,768,894 ; 
having  nearly  doubled  in  four  years. 
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$26,477,950:*  thus  making  our  cottons,  foreign  and  domestic, 
for  that  year,  cost  us  $79,578,240. 

In  bringing  down  the  results  to  1858,  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
imports  of  foreign  cotton  goods  has  fluctuated  at  higher  and  lower 
amounts  than  those  of  1853;  and  that  an  actual  decrease  of  our 
exports  of  cotton  manufactures  has  taken  place  since  that  date.f 
But  in  the  exports  of  raw  cotton  there  has  been  an  increase  of  nearly 
a  hundred  millions  of  pounds  over  that  of  1853 — the  total  exports 
of  1859  being  1,208,561,200  lbs.  The  total  crop  of  1859,  in  the 
United  States,  was  1,606,800,000  lbs.,  and  the  amount  taken  for 
consumption  371,060,800  Ibs.J 

Thus,  while  our  consumption  of  foreign  cotton  goods  is  not  on 
the  increase,  the  foreign  demand  for  our  raw  cotton  is  rapidly 
augmenting ;  and  thus  the  American  planter  is  becoming  more  and 
more  important  to  the  manufactures  and  commerce  of  the  world. 

This,  now,  is  what  becomes  of  our  cotton ;  this  is  the  way  in 
which  it  so  largely  constitutes  the  basis  of  commerce  and  trade; 
and  this  is  the  nature  of  the  relations  existing  between  the  slavery 
of  the  United  States  and  the  economical  interests  of  the  world. 

But  have  the  United  States  no  other  great  leading  interests, 
except  those  which  are  involved  in  the  production  of  cotton? 
Certainly,  they  have.  Here  is  a  great  field  for  the  growth  of 
provisions.  In  ordinary  years,  exclusive  of  tobacco  and  cotton, 
our  agricultural  property,  when  added  to  the  domestic  animals 
and  their  products,  amounts  in  value  $1,551,176,490.  Of  this, 
there  is  exported  only  to  the  value  of  $33,809,126 ;  which  leaves 
for  home  consumption  and  use,  a  remainder  to  the  value  of  $1, 
517,367,364. §    The  portions  of  the  property  represented  by  tliis 

*  These  figures  were  taken  from  the  official  documents  for  the  first  edition. 
They  vary  a  little  from  the  revised  documents  from  which  Table  VII  is  taken, 
but  not  so  as  to  affect  our  argument. 

t  See  Table  VII,  in  Appendix. 

X  See  Table  VI,  in  Appendix ;  and  in  this  cotiiiC6ction  it  may  be  explained 
that  the  crap  year  ends  August  31st. 

}  See  Table  II,  in  Appendix.  We  have  of  course  to  limit  our  statements  in 
relation  to  some  of  these  amounts  to  the  figures  used  in  the  first  edition,  be- 
cause they  can  only  be  ascertained  from  the  census  tables  of  1850.  While  it 
will  be  found  that  the  exports  of  bread-stuffs  and  provisions  have  increased 
considerably,  it  will  be  seen  from  Table  VIII  that  it  is  not  in  a  greater  ratio 
than  the  exports  of  cotton  and  tobacco.  To  show  that  the  statement  as  it 
stands  was  a  fair  one  at  the  time,  it  is  only  necessary  for  the  reader  to  look  at 
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immense  sum  of  money,  which  pass  from  the  hands  of  the  agri- 
culturists, are  distributed  throughout  the  Union,  for  the  support 
of  the  day  laborers,  sailors,  mechanics,  manufacturers,  traders, 
merchants,  professional  men,  planters,  and  the  slave  population. 
This  is  what  becomes  of  our  provisions. 

Besides  this  annual  consumption  of  provisions,  most  of  which 
is  the  product  of  free  labor,  the  people  of  the  United  States  use  a 
vast  amount  of  groceries,  which  are  mainly  of  slave  labor  origin. 
Boandless  as  is  the  influence  of  cotton,  in  stimulating  slavery  ex- 
tension, that  of  the  cultivation  of  groceries  falls  but  little  short  of 
it;  the  chief  diflTerence  being,  that  they  do  not  receive  such  an  in- 
creased value  under  the  hand  of  manufacturers.  The  cultivation 
of  coffee,  in  Brazil,  employs  as  great  a  number  of  slaves  as  that 
of  cotton  in  the  United  States. 

But,  to  comprehend  fully  our  indebtedness  to  slave  'labor  for 
groceries,  we  must  descend  to  particulars.  Our  imports  of  coffee, 
tobacco,  sugar,  and  molasses,  for  1853,  amounted  in  value  to  $38, 
479,000 ;  of  which  the  hand  of  the  slave,  in  Brazil  and  Cuba, 
mainly,  supplied  to  the  value  of  $34,451,000.*  This  shows  the 
extent  to  which  we  are  sustaining  foreign  slavery,  by  the  consump- 
tion of  these  four  products.  But  this  is  not  our  whole  indebted- 
ness to  slavery  for  groceries.  Of  the  domestic  grown  tobacco, 
valued  at  $19,975,000,  of  which  we  retain  nearly  one-half,  the 
Slave  States  produce  to  the  value  of  $16,787,000 ;  of  domestic 
rice,  the  product  of  the  South,  we  consume  to  the  value  of  $7,092, 
000 ;  of  domestic  slave  grown  sugar  and  molasses,  we  take,  for 
home  consumption,  to  the  value  of  $34,779,000 ;  making  our  grocery 
account,  with  domestic  slavery,  foot  up  to  the  sum  of  $50,449,000. 
Our  whole  indebtedness,  then,  to  slavery,  foreign  and  domestic, 
for  these  four  commodities,  after  deducting  two  millions  of  re- 
ciiports,  amounts  to  $82,607,000. 

The  exports  of  tobacco  are  on  the  increase,  as  appears  from 
Table  VIII  of  Appendix,  showing  an  extension  of  its  cultivation; 
bnt  the  exports  of  rice  are  not  on  the  increase,  from  which  it 
would  appear  that  its  production  remains  stationary. 

By  adding  the  value  of  the  foreign  and  domestic  cotton  fabrics, 

the  last  named  table  to  see  that  the  three  yean  preceding  1853  exported  oonsid- 
erablj  less  than  that  year. 

*  See  Table  III,  Appendix. 
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consumed  annually  in  the  United  States,  to  the  yearly  cost  of  the 
groceries  which  the  country  uses,  our  total  indebtedness,  for 
articles  of  slave  labor  origin,  will  be  found  swelling  up  to  the 
enormous  sum  of  $162,186,240.* 

We  have  now  seen  the  channels  through  which  our  cotton 
passes  off  into  the  great  sea  of  commerce,  to  ftimish  the  world  its 
clothing.  We  have  seen  the  origin  and  value  of  our  provisions,  and 
to  whom  they  are  sold.  We  have  seen  the  sources  whence  our 
groceries  are  derived,  and  the  millions  of  money  they  cost.  To 
ascertain  how  far  these  several  interests  are  sustained  by  one 
another,  will  be  to  determine  how  far  any  one  of  them  becomes 
an  element  of  expansion  to  the  others.  To  decide  a  question 
of  this  nature  with  precision  is  impracticable.  The  statistics  are 
not  attainable.  It  may  be  illusti-ated,  however,  in  various  ways, 
BO  as  to  'obtain  a  conclusion  proximately  accurate.  Suppose,  for 
example,  that  the  supplies  of  food  from  the  North  were  cut  off^ 
the  manufactories  left  in  their  present  condition,  and  the  planters 
forced  to  raise  their  provisions  and  draught  animals:  in  such 
circumstances,  the  export  of  cotton  must  cease,  as  the  lands  of 
these  States  could  not  be  made  to  yield  more  than  would  subsist 
their  own  population,  and  supply  the  cotton  demanded  by  the 
Northern  States.  Now,  if  this  be  true  of  the  agricultural  resources 
of  the  cotton  States — and  it  is  believed  to  be  nearly  the  full  extent 
of  their  capacity — then  the  surplus  of  cotton,  to  the  value  of  more 
than  a  hundred  millions  of  dollars,  now  annually  sent  abroad, 
stands  as  the  representative  of  the  yearly  supplies  which  the 
cotton  planters  receive  from  the  farmers  north  of  the  cotton  line. 
This,  therefore,  as  will  afterward  more  ftiUy  appear,  may  be  taken 
as  the  probable  extent  to  which  the  supplies  from  the  North  serve 
as  an  element  of  slavery  expansion  in  the  article  of  cotton  alone. 

*  These  estimates  have  not  been  recast  and  adapted  to  1859,  for  the  third 
edition,  because,  as  will  be  seen  from  Tables  YII,  VIU  and  X,  there  has  been 
no  great  change  in  the  amount  of  these  commodities  consumed  since  1853. 
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CHAPTER    VII. 

Economical  relations  of  Slavery  further  considered — STstem  unprofitable  in 
grain  growing,  but  profitable  in  culture  of  Cotton — Antagonism  of  Farmer  and 
Planter — "  Protection,"  and,  "  Free  Trade  "  controversy — Congressional  De- 
bates on  tbe  subject — ^Mr.  Clay — Position  of  the  South — **  Free  Trade,"  con- 
sidered indispensable  to  its  prosperity. 

But  the  subject  of  the  relations  of  American  slavery  to  the 
economical  interests  of  the  world,  demands  a  still  closer  scrutiny, 
in  order  that  the  causes  of  the  failure  of  abolitionism  to  arrest  its 
{^ogress,  as  well  as  the  present  relations  of  the  institution  to  the 
politics  of  the  country,  may  fiiUy  appear. 

Slave  labor  has  seldom  been  made  profitable  where  it  has  been, 
wholly  employed  in  grazing  and  grain  growing;  but  it  becomes 
remunerative  in  proportion  as  the  planters  can  devote  their  atten- 
tion to  cotton,  sugar,  rice,  or  tobacco.  To  render  Southern  slavery 
profitable  in  the  highest  degree,  therefore,  the  slaves  must  be 
employed  upon  some  one  of  these  articles,  and  be  sustained  by 
a  supply  of  food  and  draught  animals  firom  Northern  agricul- 
torists ;  and  before  the  planter^s  supplies  are  complete,  to  these 
must  be  added  cotton  gins,  implements  of  husbandry,  furniture, 
aud  tools,  from  Northern  mechanics.  This  is  a  point  of  the 
utmost  moment,  and  must  be  considered  more  at  length. 

It  has  long  been  a  vital  question  to  the  success  of  the  slave- 
holder, to  know  how  he  could  render  the  labor  of  his  slaves  the 
most  profitable.  The  grain  growing  States  had  to  emancipate 
their  slaves,  to  rid  themselves  of  a  profitless  system.  The  cotton- 
growing  States,  ever  after  the  invention  of  the  cotton  gin,  had 
found  the  production  of  that  staple  highly  remunerative.  The 
logical  conclusion,  from  these  difierent  results,  was,  that  the  less 
provisions,  and  the  more  cotton  grown  by  the  planter,  the  greater 
would  be  his  profits.  This  must  be  noted  with  special  care. 
Markets  for  the  surplus  products  of  the  farmer  of  the  North, 
were  equally  as  important  to  him  as  the  supply  of  Provisions 
was  to  the  planter.  But  the  planter,  to  be  eminently  successful, 
must  purchase  his  supplies  at  the  lowest  possible  prices ;  while 
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the  farmer,  to  secure  his  prosperity,  must  sell  his  products  at  the 
highest  possible  rates.  Few,  indeed,  can  be  so  ill  informed,  as 
not  to  know,  that  these  two  topics,  for  many  years,  were  involved 
in  the  "Free  Trade"  and  ."Protective  Tariflf"  doctrines,  and 
aflforded  the  materiel  of  the  political  contests  between  the  North 
and  the  South — ^between  free  labor  and  slave  labor.  A  very  brief 
notice  of  the  history  of  that  controversy,  will  demonstrate  the  truth 
of  this  assertion. 

The  attempt  of  the  agricultural  States,  thirty  years  since,  to 
establish  the  protective  policy,  and  promote  "  Domestic  Manufac- 
tures," was  a  struggle  to  create  such  a  division  of  labor  as  would 
afford  a  "Home  Market"  for  their  products,  no  longer  in  demand 
abroad.  The  first  decisive  action  on  the  question,  by  Congress, 
was  in  1824 ;  when  the  distress  in  these  States,  and  the  measures 
proposed  for  their  relief,  by  national  legislation,  were  discussed  on 
the  passage  of  the  "Tariff  Bill"  of  that  year.  The  ablest  men  in 
the  nation  were  engaged  in  the  controversy.  As  provisions  are 
the  most  important  item  on  the  one  hand,  and  cotton  on  the  other, 
we  shall  use  these  two  terms  as  the  representatives  of  the  two 
classes  of  products,  belonging,  respectively,  to  free  labor  and  to 
slave  labor. 

Mr.  Clay,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  said:  "What,  again,  I 
would  ask,  is  the  cause  of  the  unhappy  condition  of  our  country, 
which  I  have  fairly  depicted  ?  It  is  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that, 
during  almost  the  whole  existence  of  this  government,  we  have 
shaped  our  industry,  our  navigation,  and  our  commerce,  in  refer- 
ence to  an  extraordinary  war  in  Europe,  and  to  foreign  markets 
which  no  longer  exist;  in  the  fact  that  we  have  depended  too 
much  on  foreign  sources  of  supply,  and  excited  too  little  the 
native ;  in  the  fact  that,  while  we  have  cultivated,  with  assiduous 
care,  our  foreign  resources,  we  have  suffered  those  at  home  to 
wither,  in  a  state  of  neglect  and  abandonment.  The  consequence 
of  the  termination  of  the  war  of  Europe,  has  been  the  resumption 
of  European  commerce,  European  navigation,  and  tl^e  extension 
of  European  agriculture,  in  all  its  branches.  Europe,  therefore, 
has  no  longer  occasion  for  any  thing  like  the  same  extent  as  that 
which  she  had  during  her  wars,  for  American  commerce,  Ameri- 
can navigation,  the  produce  of  American  industry.  Europe  in 
commotion,  and  convulsed  throughout  all  her  members,  is  to 
America  no  longer  the  same  Europe  as  she  is  now,  tranquil,  and 


ECONOMICAL    RELATIONS    OF    SLAVERY.       69 

watching  with  the  most  vigilant  attention,  all  her  own  peculiar  in- 
terests, without  regard  to  their  operation  on  us.  The  effect  of  this 
altered  state  of  Europe  upon  us,  has  been  to  circumscribe  the  em- 
ployment of  our  marine,  and  greatly  to  reduce  the  value  of  the 
produce  of  our  territorial  labor The  greatest  want  of  civil- 
ized society  is  a  market  for  the  sale  and  exchange  of  the  surplus 
of  the  products  of  the  labor  of  its  members.  This  market  may 
exist  at  home  or  abroad,  or  both,  but  it  must  exist  somewhere,  if 
society  prospers ;  and,  wherever  it  does  exist,  it  should  be  com- 
petent to  the  absorption  of  the  entire  surplus  production.  It  is 
most  desirable  that  there  should  be  both  a  home  and  a  foreign 
market.  But  with  respect  to  their  relative  superiority,  I  can  not 
entertain  a  doubt.  The  home  market  is  first  in  order,  and  para- 
mount in  importance.  The  object  of  the  bill  under  consideration, 
is  to  create  this  home  market,  and  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  gen- 
uine American  policy.  It  is  opposed ;  and  it  is  incumbent  on  the 
partisans  of  the  foreign  policy  (terms  which  I  shall  use  without 
any  invidious  intent)  to  demonstrate  that  the  foreign  market  is  an 
adequate  vent  for  the  surplus  produce  of  our  labor.  But  is  it  so  ? 
1.  Foreign  nations  can  not,  if  they  would,  take  our  surplus  pro- 
duce  2.  If  they  could,  they  would  not We  have  seen, 

I  think,  the  causes  of  the  distress  of  the  country.  We  have 
seen  that  an  exclusive  dependence  upon  the  foreign  market  must 
lead  to  a  still  severer  distress,  to  impoverishment,  to  ruin.  We 
must,  then,  change  somewhat  our  course.  We  must  give  a  new 
direction  to  some  portion  of  our  industry.  We  must  speedily 
adopt  a  genuine  American  policy.  Still  cherishing  a  foreign 
market,  let  us  crpate  also  a  home  market,  to  give  further  scope  to 
the  consumption  of  the  produce  of  American  industry.  Let  us 
counteract  the  policy  of  foreigners,  and  withdraw  the  support 
which  we  now  give  to  their  industry,  and  stimulate  that  of  our 

own  country The  creation  of  a  home  market  is  not  only 

necessary  to  procure  for  our  agriculture  a  just  reward  of  its 
labors,  but  it  is  indispensable  to  obtain  a  supply  of  our  necessary 
wants.  If  we  can  not  sell,  we  can  not  buy.  That  portion  of  our 
population  (and  we  have  seen  that  it  is  not  less  than  four-fifths) 
which  makes  comparatively  nothing  that  foreigners  will  buy,  has 
nothing  to  make  purchases  with  firom  foreigners.  It  is  in  vain 
that  wo  are  told  of  the  amount  of  our  exports,  supplied  by  the 
planting  interest.      They  may  enable  the  planting  interest  to 
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supply  all  its  wants ;  but  they  bring  no  ability  to  the  interests  not 
planting,  unless,  which  can  not  be  pretended,  the  planting  interest 
was  an  adequate  vent  for  the  surplus  produce  of  all  the  labor  of 

all  other  interests But  this  home  market,  highly  desirable 

as  it  is,  can  only  be  created  and  cherished  by  the  protection  of  our 
own  legislation  against  the  inevitable  prostration  of  our  industry, 
which  must  iensue  from  the  action  of  foreign  policy  and  legisla- 
tion  The  sole  object  of  the  tariff  is  to  tax  the  produce  of 

foreign  industry,  with  the  view  of  promoting  American  industry. 
•  .  .  .  But  it  is  said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
that  the  South,  owing  to  the  character  of  a  certain  portion  of  its 

population,  can  not  engage  in  the  business  of  manufacturing 

The  circumstances  of  its  degradation  unfits  it  for  manufacturing 
arts.  The  well-being  of  the  other,  and  the  larger  part  of  our  pop- 
ulation, requires  the  introduction  of  those  arts. 

"What  is  to  be  done  in  this  conflict?  The  gentleman  would 
have  us  abstain  from  adopting  a  policy  called  for  by  the  interests 
of  the  greater  and  freer  part  of  the  population.  But  is  that 
reasonable?  Oan  it  be  expected  that  the  interests  of  the  greater 
part  should  be  made  to  bend  to  the  condition  of  the  servile  part 
of  our  population  ?    That,  in  effect,  would  be  to  make  us  the 

slaves  of  slaves I  am  sure  that  the  patriotism  of  the  South 

may  be  exclusively  relied  upon  to  reject  a  policy  which  should  be 
dictated  by  considerations  altogether  connected  with  that  degraded 
class,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  residue  of  our  population.  But  does 
not  a  perseverance  in  the  foreign  policy,  as  it  now  exists,  in  fact, 
make  all  part*  of  the  Union,  not  planting,  tributary  to  the  plant- 
ing parts?  What  is  the  argument?  It  is,  that  we  must  continue 
freely  to  receive  the  produce  of  foreign  industry,  without  regard 
to  the  protection  of  American  industry,  that  a  market  may  be  re- 
tained for  the  sale  abroad  of  the  produce  of  the  planting  portion 
of  the  country ;  and  that,  if  we  lessen  the  consumption,  in  all 
parts  of  America,  those  which  are  not  planting,  as  well  as  the 
'  planting  sections,  of  foreign  manufactures,  we  diminish  to  that 
extent  the  foreign  market  for  the  planting  produce.  The  existing 
state  of  things,  indeed,  presents  a  sort  of  tacit  compact  between 
the  oDtton-grower  and  the  British  manufacturer,  the  stipulations  of 
which  are,  on  the  part  of  the  cotton-grower,  that  the  whole  of  the 
United  States,  the  other  portions  as  well  as  the  cotton -growing, 
shall  remain  open  and  unrestricted  in  the  consumption  of  British 
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mannfactures ;  and,  on  the  part  of  the  British  manufacturer,  that, 
in  consideration  thereof,  he  will  continue  to  purchase  the  cotton 
of  the  Souths  Thus,  then,  we  perceive  that  the  proposed  measure, 
instead  of  sacrificing  the  South  to  the  other  parts  of  the  Union, 
seeks  only  to  preserve  them  from  being  actually  sacrificed  under 
the  operation  of  the  tacit  compact  which  I  have  described." 

The  opposition  to  the  Protective  Tariff,  by  the  South,  arose 
from  two  causes :  the  first  openly  avowed  at  th&  time,  and  the 
second  clearly  deducible  from  the  policy  it  pursued :  the  one  to 
secure  the  foreign  market  for  its  cotton,  the  other  to  obtain  a 
bountiftil  supply  of  provisions  at  cheap  rates.  Cotton  was  admit- 
ted free  of  duty  into  foreign  countries,  and  Southern  statesmen 
feared  its  ^^clusion,  if  our  government  increased  the  duties  on 
foreign  fabrics.  The  South  exported  about  twice  as  much  of  that 
staple  as  was  supplied  to  Europe^by  all  other  countries,  and  there 
were  indications  favoring  the  desire  it  entertained  of  monopoli- 
zing the  foreign  markets.  The  West  India  planters  could  not 
import  food,  but  at  such  high  rates  as  to  make  it  impracticable  to 

•  grow  cotton  at  prices  low  enough  to  suit  the  English  manufac- 
turer. To  purchase  cotton  cheaply,  was  essential  to  the  success 
of  his  scheme  of  monopolizing  its  manufacture,  and  supplying 
the  world  with  clothing.  The  close  proximity  of  the  provision 
and  cotton-growing  districts  in  the  United  States,  gave  its  planters 
advantages  over  all  other  portions  of  the  worjd.  But  they  could 
not  monopolize  the  markets,  unless  they  could  obtain  a  cheap  sup- 
ply of  food  and  clothing  for  their  negroes,  and  raise  their  cotton 
at  such  reduced  prices  as  to  undersell  their  rivals.  A  manufac- 
turing population,  with  its  mechanical  coadjutors,  in  the  midst  of 
the  provision-growers,  on  a  scale  such^is  the  protective  policy  con- 
templated, it  was  conceived,  would  create  a  permanent  mai*ket  for 
their  products,  and  enhance  the  price ;  whereas,  if  this  manufac- 
turing could  be  prevented,  and  a  system  of  free  trade  adopted,  the 

*  South  would  constitute  the  principal  provision  market  of  the 
country,  and  the  fertile  lands  of  the  North  supply  the  cheap  food 
demanded  fop.  its  slaves.  As  the  tariff  policy,  in  the  outset,  con- 
templated the  encouragement  of  the  production  of  iron,  hemp, 
whisky,  and  the  establishment  of  woolen  manufactories,  princi- 
pally, the  South  found  its  interests  but  slightly  identified  with  the 
3ystem — ^the  coarser  qualities  of  cottons, -only,  being  manufactured 
in  the  country,  and,  even  these,  on  a  diminished  scale,  as  com- 


72  COTTON    IS    KING;    OR, 

pared  with. the  cotton  crops  of  the  South.  Cotton,  np  to  the  date 
ijrben  this  controversy  had  been  fairly  commenced,  had  been  worth, 
in  the  English  market,  an  average  price  of  from  29  jV  to  48^  cents 
per  lb.*  But  at  this  period,  a  wide  spread  and  ruinous  depression 
both  in  the  culture  and  manufacture  of  the  article,  occurred — cot- 
ton, in  1826,  having  fallen,  in  England,  as  low  as  ll^w  to  18|-% 
cents  per  lb.  The  home  market,  then,  was  too  inconsiderable  to 
be  of  much  importance,  and  there  existed  little  hope  of  its  enlarge- 
ment to  the  extent  demanded  by  its  increasing  cultivation.  The 
planters,  therefore,  looked  abroad  to  the  existing  markets,  rather 
than  to  wait  for  tardily  creating  one  at  home.  For  success  in  the 
foreign  markets,  they  relied,  mainly,  upon  preparing  themselves 
to  produce  cotton  at  the  reduced  prices  then  prevailing  in  Europe. 
All  agricultural  products,  except  cotton,  being  excluded  from  for- 
eign markets,  the  planters  found  themselves  almost  the  sole  ex- 
porters of  the  country ;  and  it  was  to  them  a  source  of  chagrin, 
that  the  North  did  not,  at  once,  co-operate  with  them  in  augment- 
ing the  commerce  of  the  nation. 

At  this  point  in  the  history  of  the  controversy,  politicians  found 
it  an  easy  matter  to  produce  feelings  of  the  deepest  hostility  be- 
tween the  opposing  parties.  The  planters  were  led  to  believe 
that  the  millions  of  revenue  collected  off  the  goods  imported,  was 
80  much  deducted  from  the  value  of  the  cotton  that  paid  for  them, 
either  in  the  diminished  price  they  received  abroad,  or  in  the  in- 
creased price  which  they  paid  for  the  imported  articles.  To  en- 
hance the  duties,  for  the  protection  of  our  manufacturers,  they 
were  persuaded,  would  be  so  much  of  an  additional  tax  upon 
themselves,  for  the  benefit  of  the  North ;  and,  beside,  to  give  the 
manufacturer  such  a  monopoly  of  the  home  market  for  his  fabrics, 
would  enable  him  to  charge  purchasers  an  excess  over  the  true 
value  of  his  stuffs,  to  the  whole  amount  of  the  duty.  By  the  pro- 
tective policy,  the  planters  expected  to  have  the  cost  of  both  pro- 
visions and  clothing  increased,  and  their  ability  to  monopolize 
the  foreign  markets  diminished  in  a  corresponding  degree.  If 
ibey  could  establish  free  trade,  it  would  insure  the  American 
market  to  fiireign  manufacturers ;  secure  the  foreign  markets  for 
ibeir  leading  staple;  repress  home  manufactures;  force  a  large 


*  This  includes  the  period  from  1806  to  1826,  thoagh  the  decline  began 
few  years  before  the  latter  date. 


ECONOMICAL   BELATIONS    OF    SLAVERY.      73 

nnmber  of  the  Northern  men  into  agriculture ;  multiply  the 
growth,  and  diminish  the  price  of  provisions ;  feed  and  clothe 
their  slaves  at  lower  rates ;  produce  their  cotton  for  a  third  or 
fourth  of  former  prices ;  rival  all  other  countries  in  its  cultiva- 
tion ;  monopolize  the  trade  in  the  article  throughout  the  whole  of 
Europe ;  and  build  up  a  commerce  and  a  navy  that  would  make 
us  ruler  of  the  seas. 


*0^ 


CHAPTER   VIII. 

Tariff  controversy  continued — ^Mr.  Hayne— Mr.  Carter — Mr.  Govan — Mr.  Mar- 
tiodale — Mr.  Buchanan — Sugar  Planters  invoked  to  aid  Free  Trade— The 
West  also  invoked — Ite  pecuniary  embarrassments  for  want  of  markets — Henry 
Baldwin — Remarks  on  the  views  of  the  parties — State  of  the  world — Dread 
of  the  Protective  policy  by  the  Planters — Their  schemes  to  avert  its  conse- 
quences, and  promote  Free  Trade. 

To  understand  the  sentiments  of  the  Soijth,  on  the  Protective 
Policy,  as  expressed  by  its  statesmen,  we  must  again  quote  from 
the  Congressional  Debates  of  1824 : 

Mr.  Hayne,  of  South  Carolina,  said :  "  But  how,  I  would  seri- 
ously ask,  is  it  possible  for  the  home  market  to  supply  the  place 
of  the  foreign  market,  for  our  cotton?  We  supply  Great  Britain 
with  the  raw  material,  out  of  which  she  furnishest  the  Continent 
of  Europe,  nay,  the  whole  world,  with  cotton  goods.  Now,  sup- 
pose our  manufactories  could  make  every  yard  of  cloth  we  con- 
sume, that  would  furnish  a  home  market  for  no  more  than 
20,000,000  lbs.  out  of  the  180,000,000  lbs.  of  cotton  now  shipped 
to  Great  Britain  ;  leaving  on  our  hands  160,000,000  lbs.,  equal  to 

two-thirds  of  our  whole  produce Considering  this  scheme  of 

promoting  certain  employments,  at  the  expense  of  others,  as  un- 
equal, oppressive,  and  unjust — ^viewing  prohibition  as  the  meanSy 
and  the  destruction  of  all  foreign  commerce  as  the  end  of  this 
policy — ^I  take  this  occasion  to  declare,  that  wo  shall  feel  ourselves, 
justified  in  embracing  the  very  first  opportunity  of  repealing  all 
Bnch  laws  as  may  be  passed  for  the  promotion  of  these  objects." 

Mr.  Carter,  of  South  Carolina,  said:  '^Another  danger  to 
which  the  present  measure  would  expose  this  country,  and  one  in 
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which  the  Southern  States  have  a  deep  and  vital  interest,  would 
be  the  risk  we  incur,  by  this  system  of  exclusion,  qf  driving 
Great  Britain  to  countervailing  measures,  aud  induciug  all  other 
countries,  with  whom  the  United  States  have  any  considerable 
trading  connections,  to  resort  to  measures  of  retaliation.  There 
are  countries  possessing  vast  capacities  for  the  production  of  rice, 
of  cotton,  and  of  tobacco,  *to  which  England  might  resort  to 
supply  herself.  She  might  apply  herself  to  Brazil,  Bengal,  and 
Egypt,  for  her  cotton;  to  South  America,  as  weU  as  to  her 
colonies,  for  her  tobacco ;  and  to  China  and  Turkey  for  her  rice." 

Mr.  Govan,  of  South  Carolina,  said :  ''The  eflect  of  this  meas- 
ure on  the  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco-growing  States,  will  be 
pernicious  in  the  extreme: — it  will  exclude  them  from  those 
markets  where  they  depended  almost  entirely  for  a  sale  of  those 
articles,  and  force  Great  Britain  to  encourage  the  cottons,  (Brazil, 
Rio  Janeiro,  and  Buenos  Ayres,)  which,  in  a  short  time,  can  be 
brought  in  competition  with  us.  Nothing  but  the  consumption 
of  British  goods  in  this  country,  received  in  exchange,  can  sup- 
port a  command  of  the  cotton  market  to  the  Southern  planter. 
It  is  one  thing  very  certain,  she  will  not  come  here  with  her  gold 
and  silver  to  trade  with  us.  And  should  Great  Britain,  pursuing 
the  principles  of  her  reciprocal  duty  act,  of  last  June,  lay  three 
or  four  cents  on  our  cotton,  where  would,  I  ask,  be  our  surplus 
of  cotton  ?  It  is  well  known  that  the  United  States  can  not  man- 
ufacture one-fourth  of  the  cotton  that  is  in  it ;  and  should  we,  by 
our  imprudent  legislative  enactments,  in  pursuing  to  such  an 
extent  this  restrictive  system,  force  Great  Britain  to  shut  her 
ports  against  us,  it  will  paralyze  the  whole  trade  of  the  Southern 
country.  This  export  trade,  which  composes  five-sixths  of  the 
export  trade  of  the  United  States,  will  be  swept  entirely  from  the 
ocean,  and  leave  but  a  melancholy  wreck  behind." 

It  is  necessary,  also,  to  add  a  few  additional  extracts,  from  the 
speeches  pf  Northern  statesmen,  during  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Martindale,  of  New  York,  said :  '^  Does  not  the  agriculture 
of  the  country  languish,  and  the  laborer  stand  still,  because, 
beyond  the  supply  of  food  for  his  own  family,  his  produce  per- 
ishes on  his  hands,  or  his  fields  lie  waste  and  fallow ;  and  this 
because  his  accustomed  market  is  closed  against  him  ?    It  does, 

sir A  twenty  years'  war  in  Europe,  which  drew  into  its 

TOt^ex  all  its  various  nations,  made  our  merchants  the  carriers  of 
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a  large  portion  of  the  world,  and  our  farmers  the  feedera  of  im- 
mense beUigei*ent  armies.  An  unexampled  activity  and  increase 
in  our  commerce  followed — our  agriculture  extended  itself,  grew 
and  flourished.     An  unprecedented  demand  gave  the  farmer  an 

extraordinary  price  for  his  produce Imports  kept  pace  with 

exports,   and    consumption  with    both Peace  came    into 

Europe,  and  shut  out  our  exports,  and  found  us  in  war  with  Eng- 
land, which  almost  cut  off  our  imports Now  we  felt  how 

comfortcMe  it  was  to  have  plenty  of  food,  but  no  dothing 

Now  we  felt  the  imperfect  organization  of  our  system.     Now  we 

saw  the  imperfect  distribution  and  classification  of  labor 

Here  is  the  explanation  of  our  opposite  views.  It  is  employment, 
after  all,  that  we  are  all  in  search  of.  It  is  a  market  for  our 
labor  and  our  produce,  which  we  all  want,  and  all  contend  for. 
'Buy  foreign  goods,  that  we  may  import,'  say  the  merchants:  it 
will  make  a  market*  for  importations,  and  find  employment  for 
our  ships.  Buy  English  manufactures,  say  the  cotton  planters ; 
England  will  take  our  cotton  in  exchange.  Thus  the  merchant 
and  the  cotton  planter  fiilly  appreciate  the  value  of  a  market 
when  they  find  their  own  encroached  upon.  The  farmer  and 
manufacturer  claim  to  participate  in  the  benefits  of  a  market  for 
their  labor  and  produce;  and  hence  this  protracted  debate  and 
struggle  of  contending  interests.  It  is  a  contest  for  a  market 
between  the  cotton-ffvower  and  the  merchant  on  the  one  side,  and 
the  farmer  and  the  manifaoturer  on  the  other.  That  the  mana- 
&cturer  would  iurnish  this  market  to  the  farmer,  admits  no  doubt. 
The  farmer  should  reciprocate  the  favor ;  and  government  is  now 
called  upon  to  render  this  market  accessible  to  foreign  fabrics  for 
the  mutual  benefit  of  both.  ....  This,  then,  is  the  remedy  we 
propose,  sir,  for  the  evils  which  we  suffer.  Place  the  mechanic 
by  the  side  of  the  farmer,  that  the  manufacturer  who  makes  our 
doth,  should  make  it  from  our  fSarmers'  wool,  flax,  hemp,  etc., 
and  be  fed  by  our  farmers'  provisions.  Draw  forth  our  iron  from 
our  own  mountains,  and  we  shall  not  drain  our  country  in  the 

purchase  of  the  foreign We  propose,  sir,  to  supply  our  own 

wants  from  our  own  resources,  by  the  means  which  Ood  and 

Nature  have  placed  in  our  hands But  here  is  a  question 

of  sectional  interest,  which  elicits  unfriendly  feelings  and  determ- 
ined hostility  to  the  bill The  cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  and 

indigo-growers  of  the  Southern  States,  claim  to  be  deeply  affected 
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and  injured  by  this  system Let  ns  inquire  if  the  Southern 

planter  does  not  demand  what,  in  fact,  he  denies  to  others.  And 
now,  what  does  he  request  ?  That  the  North  and  West  should 
buy — what?  Not  their  cotton,  tobacco,  etc.,  for  that  we  do 
already,  to  the  utmost  of  our  ability  to  consume,  or  pay,  or  vend 
to  others ;  and  that  is  to  an  immense  amount,  greatly  exceeding 
what  they  purchase  of  us.  But  they  insist  that  we  should  buy 
English  wool,  wrought  into  cloth,  that  they  may  pay  for  it  with 
their  cotton ;  that  we  should  buy  Russia  iron,  that  they  may  sell 
their  cotton ;  that  we  should  buy  Holland  gin  and  linen,  that  they 
may  sell  their  tobacco.  In  fine,  that  we  should  not  grow  wool, 
and  dig  and  smelt  the  iron  of  the  country ;  for,  if  we  did,  they 
could  not  sell  their  cotton."  (On  another  occasion,  he  said :) 
"Gentlemen  say  they  will  oppose  every  part  of  the  bill.  They 
will,  therefore,  move  to  sti'ike  out  every  part  of  it.  And,  on 
every  such  motion,  we  shall  hear  repeated,  as  we  have  done 
already,  the  same  objections  :  that  it  will  ruin  trade  and  com- 
merce ;  that  it  will  destroy  the  revenue,  and  prostrate  the  navy  ; 
that  it  will  enhance  the  prices  of  articles  of  the  first  necessity, 
and  thus  be  taxing  the  poor  ;  and  that  it  will  destroy  the  cotton 
market,  and  stop  the  future  growth  of  cotton,'^'* 

Mr.  Buchanan,  of  Pennsylvania,  said :  "  No  nation  can  be 
perfectly  independent  which  depends  upon  foreign  countries  for 
its  supply  of  iron.  It  is  an  article  equally  necessary  in  peace 
and  in  war.  .Without  a  plentiful  supply  of  it,  we  cannot  provide 
for  the  common  defense.  Can  we  so  soon  have  forgotten  the 
lesson  which  experience  taught  us  during  the  late  war  with  Great 
Britain  ?  Our  foreign  supply  was  then  cut  off,  and  we  could*  not 
manufacture  in  sufficient  quantities  for  the  increased  domestic 
demand.  The  price  of  the  article  became  extravagant,  and  both 
the  Government  and  the  agriculturist  were  compelled  to  pay 
double  the  sum  for  which  they  might  have  purchased  it,  had  its 
manufacture,  before  that  period,  been  encouraged  by  proper  pro- 
tecting duties." 

Sugar  cane,  at  that  period,  had  become  an  article  of  culture  in 
Louisiana,  and  efforts  were  made  to  persuade  her  planters  into 
the  adoption  of  the  Free  Trade  system.  It  was  urged  that  they 
could  more  effectually  resist  foreign  competition,  and  extend  their 
business,  by  a  cheap  supply  of  food,  than  by  protective  duties. 
But  the  Louisianians  were  too  wise  not  to  know,  that  though  they 
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would  certainly  obtain  cheap  provisions  by  the  destruction  of 
STorthern  manufactures*  still,  this  would  not  enable  them  to 
compete  with  the  cheaper  labor  supplied  by  the  slave  trade  to  the 
Cubans. 

The  West,  for  many  years,  gave  its  undivided  support  to  the 
manufacturing  interests,  thereby  obtaining  a  heavy  duty  on 
hemp,  wool,  and  foreign  distilled  spirits :  thus  securing  encour- 
agement to  its  hemp  and  wool-growers,  and  the  monopoly  of  the 
home  market  for  its  whisky.  The  distiller  and  the  manufacturer, 
under  this  system,  were  equally  ranked  as  public  benefactors,  as 
each  increased  the  consumption  of  the  surplus  products  of  the 
farmer.  The  grain  of  the  "West  could  find  no  remunerative 
market,  except  as  fed  to  domestic  animals  for  droving  East  and 
South,  or  distilled  into  whisky  which  would  bear  transportation. 
Take  a  fact  in  proof  of  this  assertion.  Hon.  Henry  Baldwin,  of 
Pittsburgh,  at  a  public  dinner  given  him  by  the  friends  of 
General  Jackson,  in  Cincinnati,  May,  1828,  in  referring  to  the 
want  of  markets,  for  the  farmers  of  the  West,  said,  "He  was 
certain,  the  aggregate  of  their  agricultural  produce,  finding  a 
market  in  Europe,  would  not  pay  for  the  pins  and  needles  they 
imported."  • 

The  markets  in  the  Southwest,  now  so  important,  were  then 
quite  limited.  As  the  protective  system,  coupled  with  the  con- 
templated internal  improvements,  if  successfully  accomplished, 
would  inevitably  tend  to  enhance  the  price  of  agricultural  pro- 
ducts ;  while  the  free  trade  and  anti-internal  improvement  policy, 
would  as  certainly  reduce  their  value  ;  the  two  systems  were  long 
considered  so  antagonistic,  that  the  success  of  the  one  must 
sound  the  knell  of  the  other.  Indeed,  so  fully  was  Ohio  im- 
pressed with  the  necessity  of  promoting  manufactures,  that  all 
capital  thus  employed,  was  for  many  years  entirely  exempt  from 
taxation. 

It  was  in  vain  that  the  friends  of  protection  appealed  to  the 
fact,  that  the  duties  levied  on  foreign  goods  did  not  necessarily 
enhance  their  cost  to  the  consumer ;  that  the  competition  among 
home  manufacturers,  and  between  them  and  foreigners,  had 
greatly  reduced  the  price  of  nearly  every  article  properly  pro- 
tected ;  that  foreign  manufacturers  always  had,  and  always  would 
advance  their  prices  according  to  our  dependence  upon  them; 
that  domestic  competition  was  the  only  safety  the  country  had 
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agauist  foreign  imposition;  that  it  was  necessary  we  should 
become  our  own  manufacturers,  in  a  fafr  degree,  to  render  our- 
eelv^  independent  of  other  nations  in  times  of  war,  as  well  as 
to  guard  against  the  vacillations  in  foreign  legislation ;  that  the 
South  would  be  vastly  the  gainer  by  having  the  market  for  its 
products  at  its  own  doors,  to  avoid  the  cost  of  their  transit  across 
the  Atlantic ;  that,  in  the  event  of  the  repression  or  want  oi 
proper  extension  of  our  manufSsu^tures,  by  the  adoption  of  the 
free  trade  system,  the  imports  of  foreign  goods,  to  meet  the  pub- 
lic wants,  would  soon  exceed  the  ability  of  the  people  to  pay, 
and,  inevitably,  involve  the  country  in  bankruptcy. 

Southern  politicians  remained  inflexible,  and  refused  to  accept 
any  policy  except  free  trade,  to  the  utter  abandonment  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection.  Whether  they  were  jealous  of  the  greater 
prosperity  of  the  North,  and  desirous  to  cripple  its  energies,  or 
whether  they  were  truly  fearfiil  of  bankrupting  the  South,  we 
shall  not  wait  to  inquire.  Justice  demands,  however,  that  we 
should  state  that  the  South  was  suffering  from  the  stagnation  in 
the  cotton  trade  existing  throughout  Europe.  The  planters  had 
been  unused  to  the  low  prices,  for  that  staple,  they  were  com- 
pelled to  accept.  They  had  no  prdspect  of  an  adequate  home 
market  for  many  years  to  come,  and  there  were  indications  that 
they  might  lose  the  one  they  already  possessed.  The  West  In- 
dies was  still  slave  territory,  and  attempting  to  recover  its  early 
position  in  the  English  market.  This  it  had  to  do,  or  be  forced 
into  emancipation.  The  powerful  Viceroy  of  Egypt,  Mehemet 
Ali,  was  endeavoring  to  compel  his  subjects  to  grow  cotton  on  an 
enlarged  scale.  The  newly  organized  South  American  republics 
were  assuming  an  aspect  of  commercial  consequence,  and  might 
commence  its  cultivation.  The  East  Indies  and  Brazil  were  sup- 
plying to  Great  Britain  from  one-third  to  one-half  of  the  cotton 
she  was  annually  manufacturing.  The  other  half,  or  two-thirds, 
she  might  obtain  from  other  sources,  and  repudiate  all  traffic  with 
our  planters.  Southern  men,  therefore,  could  not  conceive  of 
any  thing  but  ruin  to  themselves,  by  any  considerable  advance  in 
duties  on  foreign  imports.  They  understood  the  protective  policy 
as  contemplating  the  supply  of  our  country  with  home  manufac- 
tured articles  to  the  exclusion  of  those  of  foi*eign  countries.  This 
would  confine  the  planters,  in  the  sale  of  their  cotton,  to  the 
American  market  mainly,  and  leave  them  in  the  power  of  moneyed 
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corporatdoDS ;  which,  possessing  the  ability,  might  control  the 
prices  of  their  staple,  to  the  irreparable  injary  of  the  South. 
With  slave  labor  they  could  not  become  manufacturers,  and  must, 
therefore,  remain  at  the  mercy  of  the  North,  both  as  to  food  and 
clothing,  unlesft  the  European  markets  should  be  retained.  Out 
of  this  conviction  grew  the  war  upon  Corporations ;  the  hostility 
to  the  employment  of  foreign  capital  in  developing  the  mineral, 
agricultural,  and  manufacturing  resources  of  the  country;  the 
efforts  to  destroy  the  banks  and  the  credit  system ;  the  attempts  to 
reduce  the  currency  to  gold  and  silver ;  the  system  of  collecting 
the  public  revenues  in  coin ;  the  withdrawal  of  the  public  moneys 
from  all  the  banks  as  a  basis  of  paper  circulation  ;  and  the  sleep- 
less vigilance  of  the  South  in  resisting  all  systems  of  internal 
unprovements  by  the  Oeneral  Government.  Its  statesmen  fore- 
saw that  a  paper  currency  would  keep  up  the  price  of  Northern 
products  one  or  two  hundred  per  cent,  above  the  specie  standard ; 
that  combinations  of  capitalists,  whether  engaged  in  manufac- 
turing wool,  cotton,  or  iron,  would  draw  off  labor  from  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil,  and  cause  large  bodies  of  the  producers  to 
become  consumers;  and  that  roads  and  canals,  connecting  the 
West  with  the  East,  were  effectual  means  of  bringing  the  agri- 
cultural and  manufacturing  classes  into  closer  proximity,  to  the 
serious  limitation  of  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  country,  the 
checking  of  the  growth  of  the  navy,  and  the  manifest,  injury  of 
the  planters. 


CHAPTER    IX- 

Character  of  the  Tariff  controversy — Peculiar  condition  of  the  people — Efforts 
to  enlist  the  West  in  the  interest  of  the  South — Mr.  McDuffie — Mr.  Hamil- 
ton— Mr.  Rankin — Mr.  Gamett — ^Mr.  Cuthbert— the  West  still  shut  out  from 
market— Mr.  Wickliffe— Mr.  Benton— Tariff  of  1828  obnoxious  to  the  South 
— Georgia  Resolutions — ^Mr.  Hamilton — ^Argument  to  Sugar  Planters. 

The  Protective  Tariff  and  Free  Trade  controversy,  at  its  ori- 
gin, and  during  its  progress,  was  very  different  in  its  character 
from  what  many  now  imagine  it  to  have  been.  People,  on  both 
sides,  were  ofU^n  in  great  straits  to  know  how  to  obtain  a  liveli- 
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hood,  much  less  to  amass  fortunes.  The  word  ruin  was  no  un- 
meaning phrase  at  that  day.  The  news,  now,  that  a  bank  has 
failed,  carries  with  it,  to  the  depositors  and  holders  of  its  notes, 
no  stronger  feelings  of  consternation,  than  did  the  report  of  the 
passage  or  repeal  of  tariff  laws,  then,  affect  the  minds  of  the  op- 
posing parties.  We  have  spoken  of  the  peculiar  condition  of  the 
South  in  this  respect.  In  the  West,  for  many  years,  the  farmers 
often  received  no  more  than  twenty-jive  cents^  and  rarely  over 
forty  centSy  per  bushel  for  their  wheat,  after  conveying  it,  on  horse- 
back, or  in  wagons,  not  unfrequently,  a  distance  of  fifty  miles,  to 
find  a  market.  Other  products  were  proportionally  low  in  price ; 
and  such  was  the  difficulty  in  obtaining  money,  that  people  could 
not  pay  their  taxes  but  with  the  greatest  sacrifices.  So  deeply 
were  the  people  interested  in  these  questions  of  national  policy, 
that  they  became  the  basis  of  political  action  during  several  Presi- 
dential elections.  This  led  to  much  vacillation  in  legislation  on 
the  subject,  and  gave  alternately,  to  one  and  then  to  the  other 
section  of  the  Union,  the  benefits  of  its  favorite  policy. 

The  vote  of  the  West,  during  this  struggle,  was  of  the  first  im- 
portance, as  it  possessed  the  balance  of  power,  and  could  turn  the 
scale  at  will.  It  was  not  left  without  inducements  to  co-operate 
with  the  South,  in  its  measures  for  extending  slavery,  that  it 
might  create  a  market  among  the  planters  for  its  products.  This 
appears  from  the  particular  efforts  made  by  the  Southern  mem- 
bers of  Congress,  during  the  debate  of  1824:,  to  win  over  the 
West  to  the  doctrines  of  free  trade. 

Mr.  McDuffie,  of  South  Carolina,  said:  "I  admit  that  the 
Western  people  are  emlarrassed^  but  I  deny  that  they  are  dis- 
tressed^ in  any  other  sense  of  the  word I  am  well  assured 

that  the  permanent  prosperity  of  the  West  depends  more  upon 
the  improvement  of  the  means  of  transporting  their  produce  to 
market,  tad  of  receiving  the  returns,  than  upon  every  other  subject 

to  which  the  legislation  of  this  government  can  be  directed 

Gentlemen  (from  the  West)  are  aware  that  a  very  profitable  trade 
is  carried  on  by  their  constituents  with  the  Southern  country,  in 
live  stock  of  all  descriptions,  which  they  drive  over  the  mountains 
and  sell  for  cash.  This  extensive  trade,  which,  from  its  peculiar 
character,  more  easily  overcomes  the  difficulties  of  transportation 
than  any  that  can  be  substituted  in  its  place,  is  about  to  be  put  in 
jeopardy  for  the  conjectural  benefits  of  this  measure.    When  I 
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Bay  this  trade  is  about  to  be  put  in  jeopardy,  I  do  not  speak  un- 
advisedly. I  am  perfectly  convinced  that,  if  this  bill  passes,  it 
will  have  the  effect  of  inducing  the  people  of  the  South,  par^Jy 
from  the  feeling  and  partly  from  the  necessity  growing  out  of  it, 
to  raise  within  themselves,  the  live  stock  which  they  now  purchase 

from  the  West K  we  cease  to  take  the  manufactures  of 

Great  Britain,  she  will  assuredly  cease  to  take  our  cotton  to  the 
same  extent.  It  is  a  settled  principle  of  her  policy — a  principle 
not  only  wise,  but  essential  to  her  existence — to  purchase  from 
those  nations  that  receive  her  manufactures,  in  preference  to  those 
who  do  not.  We  have,  heretofore,  been  her  best  customers,  and, 
therefore,  it  has  been  her  policy  to  purchase  our  cotton  to  the  full 
extent  of  our  demand  for  her  manufactures.  But,  say  gentlemen. 
Great  Britain  does  not  purchase  your  cotton  from  affection,  but  from 
interest.  1  grant  it,  sir ;  and  that  is  the  very  reason  of  my  de- 
cided hostility  to  a  system  which  will  make  it  her  interest  to  pur- 
chase from  other  countries  in  preference  to  our  own.  It  is  her 
interest  to  purchase  cotton,  even  at  a  higher  price,  from  those 
countries  which  receive  her  manufactures  in  exchange.  It  is 
better  for  her  to  give  a  little  more  for  cotton,  than  to  obtain  noth- 
ing for  her  manufactures.  It  will  be  remarked  that  the  situation 
of  Great  Britain  is,  in  this  respect,  widely  different  from  that  of 
the  United  States.  The  powers  of  her  soil  have  been  already 
pushed  very  nearly  to  the  maximum  of  their  productiveness.  The 
productiveness  of  her  manufactures  on  the  contrary,  is  as  un- 
limited as  the  demand  of  the  whole  world In  fact,  sir,  the 

policy  of  Great  Britain  is  not,  as  gentlemen  seem  to  suppose,  to 
secure  the  heme^  but  the  foreign  market  for  her  manufactures. 
The  former  she  has  without  an  effort.  It  is  to  attain  the  latter ' 
that  all  her  policy  anS  enterprise  are  brought  into  requisition. 
The  manufactures  of  that  country  are  the  iasia  of  her  commerce; 
our  manufactures,  on  the  contraiy  are  to  be  the  destruction  of 

our  commerce It  can  not  be  doubted  that,  in  pursuance  of 

the  policy  of  forcing  her  manufactures  into  foreign  markets,  she 
will,  if  deprived  of  a  large  portion  of  our  custom,  direct  all  her 
efforts  to  South  America.  That  country  abounds  in  a  soil  admi- 
rably adapted  to  the  production  of  cotton,  and  will,  for  a  century 
to  come,  import  her  manufactures  from  foreign  countries." 

Mr.  Hamilton,  of  South  Carolina,  said :  ''  That  the  planters  in  his 
section  shared  in  that  depression  which  is  common  in  every  depart- 
6 


82  COTTON    IS    KING;   OR/ 

ment  of  the  indnstry  of  the  Union,  excepting  tTioae  from  whioh 
we  have  heard  the  most  clamor  for  relief.  This  would  be  under- 
stood when  it  was  known  that  sea-island  cotton  had  fallen  from 
50  or  60  cents,  to  25  cents — ^a  fall  even  greater  than  that  which 
has  attended  wheat,  of  which  we  had  heard  so  much — ^as  if  the 
grain-growing  section  w^  the  only  agricultural  interest  which  had 

suffered While  the  planters  of  this  region  do  not  dread 

competition  in  the  foreign  markets  on  equal  terms,  from  the  su- 
periority of  their  cotton,  they  entertain  a  well-founded  apprehen- 
sion, that  the  restrictions  contemplated  will  lead  to*  retaliatory 

duties  on  the  part  of  Oreat  Britain,  which  must  end  in  ruin 

In  relation  to  our  upland  cottons.  Great  Britain  may,  without 
difficulty,  in  the  course  of  a  very  short  period,  supply  her  wants 

from  Brazil How  long  the  exclusive  production,  even  of 

the  sea-island  cotton,  will  remain  to  our  country,  is  yet  a  doubtful 
and  interesting  problem.  The  experiments  that  are  making  on 
the  Delta  of  the  Nile,  if  pushed  to  the  Ocean,  may  result  in  the 
production  of  this  beautiful  staple,  in  an  abundance  which,  in 
reference  to  other  productions,  has  long  blest  and  consecrated 

Egyptian  fertility "We  are  told  by  the  honorable  Speaker 

(Mr.  Clay,)  that  our  manufacturing  establishments  will,  in  a  very 
short  period,  supply  the  place  of  the  foreign  demand.  The 
futility,  I  will  not  say  mockery  of  this  hope,  may  be  measured  by 
one  or  two  facts.  First,  the  present  consumption  of  cotton,  by 
our  manufactories,  is  about  equal  to  one-sixth  of  our  whole  pro- 
duction  How  long  it  will  take  to  increase  these  manufac- 
tories to  a  scale  equal  to  the  consumption  of  this  production,  he 
could  not  venture  to  determine ;  but  that  it  will  be  some  years 
after  the  epitaph  will  have  been  written  on  the  fortunes  of  the 
South,  there  can  be  but  little  doubt."  ....  [After  speaking  of  the 
tendency  of  increased  manufactures  in  the  East,  to  check  emigra- 
tion to  the  West,  and  thus  to  diminish  the  value  of  the  public 
lands  and  prevent  the  gro¥rth  of  the  Western  States,  Mr.  H.  pro- 
ceeded thus:]  "That  portion  of  the  Union  could  participate  in  no 
part  of  the  bill,  except  iu  its  burdens,  in  spite*  of  the  fallacious 
hopes  that  were  cherished,  in  reference  to  cotton  bagging  for  Ken- 
tucky, and  the  woolen  duty  for  Steubenville,  Ohio.  He  feared 
that  to  the  entire  region  of  the  West,  no  'cordial  drops  of  comfort' 
would  come,  even  in  the  duty  on  foreign  spirits.  To  a  large  por- 
tion of  our  people,  who  are  in  the  habit  of  solacing  themselves 
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widi  HoUands,  Antigiia,  aod  CogniaCy  whisky  wonld  atill  have 
*a  mo6t  viUaiooas  twang.'  The  cnp,  he  feared,  would  be  reftised, 
diongh  tendered  by  the  hand  of  patriotiBm  as  well  as  conviviality. 
No,  the  West  has  but  one  interest,  and  that  is,  that  its  best  cus- 
tomer, the  South,  should  be  prosperous. " 

Mr.  Bankin,  of  Mississippi,  said :  ^^  With  the  West,  it  appears 
to  me  like  ft  rebellion  of  the  members  against  the  body.  It  is 
true,  we  export,  but  the  amount  received  from  those  exports  is 
only  apparently,  largely  in  our  favor,  inasmuch  as  we  are  the  con- 
sumers of  your  produce,  dependent  on  you  for  our  implements  of 
husbandry,  the  means  of  sustaining  life,  and  almost  every  thing 
except  our  lands  and  negroea;  all  of  which  draws  much  from  the 
apparent  profits  and  advantages.  In  proportion  as  you  diminish 
our  exportations,  you  diminish  our  means  of  purchasing  fi^m 
you,  and  destroy  your  own  market.  You  will  compel  us  to  use 
those  advantages  of  soil  and  of  climate  which  Ood  and  Nature 
have  placed  within  our  reach,  and  to  live,  as  to  y6n,/ts  you  desire 
OS  t%  live  as  to  foreign  nations — dependent  on  our  own  resources. " 

Mr.  Qarnett,  of  Virginia,  said :  '^  The  Western  States  can  not 
manufacture.  The  want  of  capital  {ot  which  they,  as  well  as  the 
Southern  States,  have  been  drained  by  the  policy  of  government,) 
and  other  causes  render  it  impossible.  The  Southern  States  are 
destined  to  suffer  more  by  this  policy  than  any  other— the  West- 
em  next ;  but  it  will  not  benefit  the  aggregate  population  of  any 
State.  It  is  for  the  benefit  of  capitaUsfs  only.  K  persisted  in,  it 
will  drive  the  South  to  ruin  and  resistance." 

Mr.  Outhbert,  of  Georgia,  said :  ^^  He  hoped  the  market  for 
the  cotton  of  the  South  Vas  not  about  to  be  contracted  within  a 
little  miserable  sphere,  (the  home  market,)  instead  of  being 
spread  throughout  the  world.  K  they  should  drive  the  cotton- 
growers  from  the  only  source  from  whence  their  means  were 
derived,  (the  foreign  market,)  they  would  be  unable  any  longer  to 
take  their  supplies  from  the  West — ^they  must  contract  their  con- 
cerns within  their  own  spheres,  and  begin  to  raise  flesh  and  grain 
for  their  own  consumption.  The  South  was  already  under  a 
severe  pi'essure — ^if  thiQ  measure  went  into  efiect,  its  distress 
would  be  consummated." 

In  1828,  the  West  found  still  very  limited  means  of  communi- 
cation with  the  East.  The  opening  of  the  New  York  canal,  in 
1825,  created  a  means  of  traffic  with  the  seaboard,  to  the  people 
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of  the  Lake  region ;  but  all  of  the  remaining  territor^^  west  of 
the  All^hanies,  had  gained  no  advantages  over  those  it  had 
enjoyed  in  1824,  except  so  far  as  steamboat  navigation  had  pro- 
gressed on  the  Western  rivers.  In  the  debate  preceding  the 
passage  of  the  tariff  in  1828,  usually  termed  the  "Woolens' 
Bill."  allusion  is  made  to  the  condition  of  the  West,  from  which 
we  quote  as  follows : 

Mr.  Wickliffe,  of  Kentucky,  said :  "  My  constituents '  may  be 
said  to  be  a  grain-growing  people.  They  raise  stock,  and  their 
surplus  grain  is  converted  into  spirits.  Where,  I  ask,  is  our 
market?  ....  Our  market  is  where  our  sympathies  should  be,  in 
the  South.  Our  course  of  trade,  for  all  heavy  articles,  is  down 
the  Mississippi.  What  breadstuffs  we  find  a  market  for,  are 
principally  consumed  in  the  States  of  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
South  Alabama,  and  Florida.  Indeed,  I  may  say,  these  States 
^re  the  consumers,  at  miserable  and  ruinous  prices  to  the  farmers 
of  my  StatQ,  of  our  exports  of  spirits,  corn,  flour,  and  cured 

provisions We  have  had  a  trade  of  some  value  to  the 

South  in  our  stock.  We  still  continue  it  under  great  disadvan- 
tages.    It  is  a  ready-money  trade — I  may  say  it  is  the  only 

money  trade  in  which  we  are  engaged Are  the  gentlemen 

acquainted  with  the  extent  of  that  trade  ?  It  may  be  fairly  stated 
at  three  millions  per  annum." 

Mr.  Benton  urged  the  Western  members  to  unite  with  the 
South,  "  for  the  purpose  of  enlarging  the  market,  increasing  the 
demand  in  the  South,  and  its  ability  to  purchase  the  horses, 
mules,  and  provisions,  which  the  West  could  sell  nowhere  else." 

The  tariff  of  1828,  created  great  dissatis&ction  at  the  South. 
Examples  of  the  expressions  of  public  sentiment,  on  the  subject, 
adopted  at  conventions,  and  on  other  occasions,  might  be  multi- 
plied indefinitely.  Take  a  case  or  two,  to  illustrate  the  whole. 
At  a  public  meeting  in  Georgia,  held  subsequently  to  the 
passage  of  the  "Woolens'  Bill,"  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted : 

JRescived,  That  to  retaliate  as  far  as  possible  upon  oar  oppressors,  our  Legis- 
lature be  requested  to  impose  taxes,  amouuting  to  prohibition,  on  the  hogs, 
horses,  mules,  and  cotton-bagging,  whisky,  pork,  beef,  bacon,  flax,  and  hemp 
cloth,  of  the  Western,  and  on  all  the  productions  and  manufactures  of  the 
Eastern  and  Northern  States. 

Mr.  Hamilton,  of  South  Carolina,  in  a  speech  at  the  Water 
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borough  Dinner,  given  subsequently  to  the  passage  of  the  tariff 
of  1828,  said : 

"It  becomes  us  to  inquire  what  is  to  be  our  situation  under 
this  unexpected  and  disastrous  conjunction  of  circumstances, 
which,  in  its  progress,  will  deprive  us  of  the  benefits  of  a  free 
trade  with  the  rest  of  the  world,  which  formed  one  of  the  leading 
objects  of  the  Union.    Why,  gentlemen,  ruin,  unmitigated. ruin, 

must  be  our  portion,  if  this  system  continues From  1816 

down  to  the  present  time,  the  South  has  been  drugged,  by  the 
slow  poison  of  the  miserable  empiricism  of  the  prohibitory 
system,  the  fetal  effects  of  which  we  could  not  so  long  have 
resisted,  but  for  the  stupendously  valuable  staples  with  which 
God  has  blessed  us,  and  the  agricultural  skill  and  enterprise  of 
our  people." 

In  further  illustration  of  the  nature  of  this  controversy,  and  of 
the  arguments  used  during  the  contest,  we  must  give  the  sub- 
stance of  the  remarks  of  a  prominent  politician,  who  was  aiming 
at  detaching  the  sugar  planters  from  their  political  connection 
with  the  manufacturers.  "We  have  to  rely  on  memory,  however, 
as  we  can  not  find  the  record  of  the  language  used  on  the 
occasion.  It  was  published  at  the  time,  and  commented  on, 
freely,  by  the  newspapers  at  the  North.  He  said:  "We  must 
prevent  the  increase  of  manufactories,  force  the  surplus  labor 
into  agriculture,  promote  the  cultivation  of  our  unimproved 
western  lands,  until  provisions  are  so  multiplied  and  reduced  in 
price,  that  the  slave  can  be  fed  so  cheaply  as  to  enable  us  to  grow 
our  sugar  at  three  cents  a  pou7id.  Then,  without  protective 
duties,  we  can  rival  Cuba  in  the  production  of  that  staple,  and 
drive  her  from  our  liarkets." 
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CHAPTER   X. 

Tariff  controyeny  continued — Tariff  of  1832 — The  crisis — Secession  threaten- 
ed— Compromise  finally  adopted — Debates — Mr.  Hayne— Mr.  McDuffie — 
Mr.  Clay — ^Adjustment  of  the  subject 

The  opening  of  the  year  1832,  found  the  parties  to  the  Tariff 
controversy  once  more  engaged  in  earnest  debate^  on  the  floor 
of  Congress ;  and  midsummer  witnessed  the  passage  of  a  new 
Bill,  including  the  principle  of  protection.  This  Act  produced 
a  crisis  in  the  controversy,  and  led  to  the  movements  in  South 
Carolina  toward  secession;  and,  to  avert  the  threatened  evil, 
the  Bill  was  modified,  in  the  following  year,  so  as  to  make  it  ac- 
ceptable to  the  South ;  and,  so  as,  also,  to  settle  the  policy  of  the 
Government  for  the  succeeding  nine  years.  A  few  extracts  from 
the  debates  of  1832,  will  serve  to  show  what  were  the  sentiments 
of  the  members  of  Congress,  as  to  the  effects  of  the  protective 
policy  on  the  different  sections  of  the  Union,  up  to  that  date: 

Mr.  Hayne,  of  South  Carolina,  said:  ""When  the  policy  of '24 
went  into  operation,  the  South  was  supplied  from  the  West, 
through  a  single  avenue,  (the  Saluda  Mountain  Oap,)  with  live 
stock,  horses,  cattle,  and  hogs,  to  the  amount  of  considerably  up- 
ward of  a  million  of  dollars  a  year.  Under  the  pressure  of  the 
system,  this  trade  has  been  regularly  diminishing.  It  has  already 
&Ilen  more  than  one-half.  ....  Iq  consequence  of  the  dire  ca- 
lamities which  the  system  has  inflicted  on  the  South— blasting  our 
commerce,  and  withering  our  prosperity — ^the  "West  has  been  very 

nearly  deprived  of  her  best  customer And  what  was  found 

to  be  the  result  of  four  years'  experience  at  the  South?  Not  a 
hope  fulfilled ;  not  one  promise  performed ;  and  our  condition  in- 
finitely worse  than  it  had  been  four  years  before.  Sir,  the  whole 
South  rose  up  as  one  man,  and  protested  against  any  further 

experiment  with  this  system Sir,  I  seize  the  opportunity  to 

dispel  forever  the  delusion  that  the  South  can  find  any  compensa- 
tion, in  a  home  market,  for  the  injurious  operation  of  the  protec- 
tive system "What  a  spectacle  do  you  even  now  exhibit  to 

the  world?    A   large  portion  of  your  fellow-citizens,  believing 


.  ECONOMICAL    RELATIONS   OP    SLAVERY,        87 

ftemselyes  to  be  grievooslj  oppressed  by  an  nnwise  and  nncon- 
BtitatuHial  system,  are  clamoring  at  your  doors  for  justice:  while 
another  portion,  supposing  that  they  are  enjoying  rich  bounties 
under  it,  are  treating  their  complaints  with  scorn  and  contempt. 
....  This  system  may  destroy  the  South,  but  it  will  not  perma- 
nently advance  the  prosperity  of  the  North.  It  may  depress  us, 
bat  can  not  elevate  them.  Beside,  sir,  if  persevered  in,  it  must 
annihilate  that  portion  of  the  country  from  which  the  resources 
are  to  be  drawn.  And  it  may  be  well  for  gentlemen  to  reflect 
whether  adhering  to  this  policy  would  not  be  acting  like  the  man 
who  ^killed  the  goose  which. laid  the  golden  eggs.'  Next  to  the 
Christian  religion,  I  consider  Free  Trade^  in  its  largest  sense,  as 
the  greatest  blessing  that  can  be  conferred  on  any  people." 

Mr.  McDuffie,  of  South  Carolina,  said :  ^'  At  the  close  of  the  late 
war  with  Oreat  Britain,  every  thing  in  the  political  and  commer*- 
dal  changes,  resulting  from  the  general  peace,  indicated  unparal- 
leled prosperity  to  the  Southern  States,  and  great  embarassment 
and  distress  to  those  of  the  North.  The  nations  of  the  Continent 
had  all  directed  their  efforts  to  the  business  of  manufacturing ; 
and  all  Europe  may  be  said  to  have  converted  their  swords  into 
machinery,  creating  unprecedented  demand  for  cotton,  the  great 
staple  of  the  Southern  States.  There  is  nothing  in  the  history  of 
commerce  that  can  be  compared  with  the  increased  demand  for 
&is  staple,  notwithstanding  the  restrictions  by  which  this  Govern- 
ment has  limited  that  demand.  As  cotton,  tobacco,  and  rice,  are 
produced  only  on  a  small  portion  of  the  globe,  while  all  other 
agricultural  staples  are  common  to  every  region  of  the  earth,  this 
circumstance  gave  the  planting  States  very  great  advantages.  To 
cap  the  climax  of  the  commercial  advantages  opened  to  the  cotton 
planters,  England,  their  great  and  most  valued  customer,  received 
their  cotton  under  a  mere  nominal  duty.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
prospects  of  the  Northern  States  were  as  dismal  as  those  of  the 
Southern  States  were  brilliant.  They  had  lost  the  carrying  trade 
of  the  world,  which  the  wars  of  Europe  had  thrown  into  their 
hands.  They  had  lost  the  demand  and  the  high  prices  which  our 
own  war  had  created  for  their  grain  and  other  productions ;  and, 
soon  afterward,  they  also  lost  the  foreign  market  for  their  grain, 
owing,  partly,  to  foreign  com  laws,  but  still  more  to  other  causes. 
Such  were  the  prospects,  and  such  the  well-founded  hope  of  the 
Southern  States  at  the  close  of  the  late  war,  in  which  they  bore  so 
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glorious  a  part  in  vindicating  the  freedom  of  trade.  But  where 
are  now  these  cheering  prospects  and  animating  hopes?  Blasted, 
sir — utterly  blasted — by  the  consuming  and  withering  course  of  a 
system  of  legislation  which  wages  an  exterminating  war  against 
the  blessings  of  commerce  and  the  bounties  of  a  merciful  Provi- 
dence; and  which,  by  an  impious  perversion  of  language,  is 
called  'Protection.'  ....  I  will  not  add,  sir,  my  deep  and  delib- 
erate conviction,  in  the  face  of  all  the  miserable  cant  and  hypoc- 
risy with  which  the  world  abounds  on  the  subject,  that  any  course 
of  measures  which  shall  hasten  the  abolition  of  slavery,  by  de- 
stroying the  value  of  slave  labor,  will  bring  upon  the  Southern 
States  the  greatest  political  calamity  with  which  they  can  be 
afflicted ;  for  I  sincerely  believe,  that  when  the  people  of  those 
States  shall  be  compelled,  by  such  means,  to  emancipate  their 
slaves,  they  will  be  but  a  few  degrees  above  the  condition  of  slaves 
themselves.  Yes,  sir,  mark  what  I  say :  when  the  people  of  the 
South  cease  to  be  masters,  by  the  tampering  influence  of  this 
Government,  direct  or  indirect,  they  will  assuredly  be  slaves.  It 
is  the  clear  and  distinct  perception  of  the  irresistible  tendency  of 
this  protective  system  to  precipitate  us  upon  this  great  moral  and 
political  catastrophe,  that  has  animated  me  to  raise  my  warning 
voice,  that  my  fellowrcitizens  may  foresee,  and  foreseeing,  avoid 

the  destiny  that  would  otherwise  befall  them And  here,  sir, 

it  is  as  curious  as  it  is  melancholy  and  distressing,  to  see  how 
sti'ikiiig  is  the  analogy  between  the  colonial  vassalage  to  which 
the  manufacturing  States  have  reduced  the  planting  States,  and 
that  which  formerly  bound  the  Anglo-American  colonies  to  the 

British  Empire England  said  to  her  American  colonies 

'  You  shall  not  trade  with  the  rest  of  the  world  for  such  manufac- 
tures as  are  produced  in  the  mother  country?  The  manufactur- 
ing States  say  to  their  Southern  colonies,  '  You  shall  not  trade 
with  the  rest  of  the  world  for  such  manufactures  as  we  produce^ 
under  a  penalty  of  forty  per  cent,  upon  the  value  of  every  cargo 
detected  in  this  illicit  commerce ;  which  penalty,  aforesaid,  shall 
be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  out  of  the  products  of  your  industry, 
to  nourish  and  sustain  ours. ' " 

Mr.  Clay,  in  referring  to  the  condition  of  the  country  at  large, 
said :  "  I  have  now  to  perform  the  more  pleasing  task  of  exhibit- 
ing an  imperfect  sketch  of  the  existing  state  of  the  unparalleled 
prosperity  of  the  country*     On  a  general  survey,  we  behold  culti- 
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vation  extended ;  the  arts  flourishing ;  the  face  of  the  country 
unproved;  our  people  fully  and  profitably  employed,  and  the 
public  countenance  exhibiting  tranquillity,  contentment,  and  hap- 
piness. And,  if  we  descend  into  particulars,  we  have  the  agree- 
able contemplation  of  a  people  out  of  debt ;  land  rising  slowly  in 
value,  but  in  a  secure  and  salutary  degi*ee ;  a  ready,  though  not 
an  extravagant  market  for  all  the  surplus  productions  of  our 
industry ;  innumerable  flocks  and  herds  browsing  and  gamboling 
on  ten  thousand  hills  and  plains,  covered  with  rich  and  verdant 
grasses ;  our  cities  expanded,  and  whole  villages  springing  up, 
as  it  were,  by  enchantment ;  our  exports  and  imports  increased 
and  increasing ;  our  tonnage,  foreign  and  coastwise,  swelled  and 
fully  occupied ;  the  rivers  of  our  interior  animated  by  the  perpet- 
ual thunder  and  lightning  of  countless  steamboats ;  the  currency 
sound  and  abundant;  the  public  debt  of  two  wars  nearly  re- 
deemed; and,  to  crown  all,  the  public  treasury  overflowing, 
embarrassing  Congress,  not  to  find  subjects  of  taxation,  but  to 
select  the  objects  which  shall  be  liberated  firom  the  impost.  If  the 
term  of  seven  years  were  to  be  selected,  of  the  greatest  prosperity 
which  this  people  have  enjoyed  since  the  establishment  of  their 
present  Constitution,  it  would  be  exactly  that  period  of  seven 
yeai-8  which  immediately  followed  the  passage  of  the  tariff  of 
1824. 

"This  transformation  of  the  condition  of  the  country  from 
gloom  and  distress  to  brightness  and  prosperity,  has  been  mainly 
the  work  of  American  legislation,  fostering  American  industry, 
instead  of  allowing  it  to  be  controlled  by  foreign  legislation,  cher- 
ishing foreign  industry.  The  foes  of  the  American  system,  in 
1824,  with  great  boldness  and  confidence,  predicted,  first,  the 
ruin  of  the  public  revenue,  and  the  creation  of  a  necessity  to 
resort  to  direct  taxation.  The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
(General  Hayne,)  I  believe,  thought  that  the  tariff  of  1824  would 
operate  a  reduction  of  revenue  to  the  large  amount  of  eight  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  secondly,  the  destruction  of  our  navigation; 
thirdly,  the  desolation  of  commercial  cities ;  and,  fourthly,  the 
augmentation  of  the  price  of  articles  of  consumption,  and  fiirther 
decline  in  that  of  the  articles  of  our  exports.  Every  prediction 
which  they  made  has  failed — ^utterly  failed It  is  now  pro- 
posed to  abolish  the  system  to  which  we  owe  so  much  of  the  pub- 
lic prosperity ^^y^  sifj  there  is  scarcely  an  interest — 
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scarcelj  a  vocation  in  society — which  is  not  embraced  by  the 
beneficence  of  this  system The  error  of  the  opposite  argu- 
ment, is  in  assuming  one  thing,  which,  being  denied,  the  whole 
£uls ;  that  is,  it  assumes  that  the  vyhole  labor  of  the  United  States 
would  be  profitably  employed  without  manufactures.  Now,  the 
truth  is,  that  the  system  excites  and  creates  labor,  and  this  labor 
creates  wealth,  and  this  new  wealth  communicates  additional 
ability  to  consume;  which  acts  on  all  the  objects  contributing  to 

human  comfort  and  enjoyment I  could  extend  and  dwell 

on  the  long  list  of  articles — the  hemp,  iron,  lead,  coal,  and  other 
items — for  which  a  demand  is  created  in  the  home  market  by  the 
operation  of  the  American  system;  but  I  should  exhaust  the 
patience  of  the  Senate*  Where^  where  should  we  find  a  market 
for  all  these  articles,  if  it  did  not  exist  at  home  ?  What  would  be 
the  condition  of  the  largest  portion  of  our  people,  and  of  the  ter- 
ritory, if  this  home  market  were  annihilated  ?  How  could  they 
be  supplied  with  objects  of  prime  necessity  ?  What  would  not 
be  the  certain  and  inevitable  decline  in  the  price  of  all  these 
articles,  but  for  the  home  market?" 

But  we  must  not  burden  our  pages  with  further  extracts.  What 
has  been  quoted  affords  the  principal  arguments  of  the  opposing 
parties,  on  the  points  in  which  we  are  interested,  down  to  1832. 
The  adjustment,  in  1833,  of  the  subject  until  1842,  and  its  subse- 
quent agitation,  are  too  familiar,  or  of  too  easy  access  to  the  gen- 
eral reader,  to  require  a  notice  from  us  here. 
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CHAPTER   XI. 

Besults  of  the  contest  on  Protection  and  Free  Trade — More  or  less  favorable  to 
all — Increased  consumption  of  Cotton  at  home— Capital  invested  in  Cotton 
and  Woolen  factories — Markets  thus  afforded  to  the  Farmer — South  success- 
fnl  in  securing  the  monopoly  of  the  Cotton  markets — Failure  of  Cotton  culti- 
vation in  other  countries — Diminished  prices  destroyed  Household  Manufao* 
turing — Increasing  demand  for  Cotton — Strange  Providences — First  efforts  to 
extend  Slavery — Indian  lands  acquired — No  danger  of  over-production- 
Abolition  movements  served  to  unite  the  South — ^Annexation  of  territory  # 
thought  essential  to  its  security — Increase  of  Provisions  necessary  to  its  suo- 
cess — Temperance  cause  favorable  to  this  result — The  West  ready  to  supply 
the  Planters — It  is  greatly  stimulated  to  effort  by  Southern  markets-r-ThJMzr^ 
tUe  Alliance  of  Western  Farmers,  Southern  Planters,  and  English  Manufactur- 
ers— The  East  competing — The  West  has  a  choice  of  markets — Slavery  ex- 
tension necessary  to  Western  progress — Increased  price  of  Provisions — Mor^ 
grain  growing  needed — ^Nebraska  and  Kansas  needed  to  raise  food — The 
Planters  stimulated  by  increasing  demand  for  Cotton — ^Aspect  of  the  Provi- 
sion question — California  gold  changed  the  expected  results  of  legislation- 
Reciprocity  Treaty  favorable  to  Planters — ^Extended  cultivation  of  Provision! 
in  the  Far  West  essential  to  Planters — ^Present  aspect  of  the  Cotton  question 
favorable  to  Planters — London  Economist's  statistics  and  remarks— Our 
Planters  must  extend  the  culture  of  Cotton  to  prevent  its  increased  growth 
elsewhere. 

The  results  of  the  contest,  in  relation  to  Protection  and  Free 
Trade,  hare  been  more  or  less  favorable  to  all  parties.  This  has 
been  an  effect,  in  part,  of  the  changeable  character  of  our  legisla* 
tion ;  and,  in  part,  of  the  occurrence  of  events  in  Europe,  over 
which  our  legislators  had  no  control.  The  manufaturing  States, 
while  protection  lasted,  succeeded  in  placing  their  establishments 
upon  a  comparatively  permanent  basis ;  and,  by  engaging  largely 
in  the  manu&ctnre  of  cottons,  as  well  as  woolens,  have  rendered 
home  manufactures,  practically,  very  advantageous  to  the  South. 
Our  cotton  factories,  in  1860,  consumed  as  much  cotton  as  those 
of  Great  Britain  did  in  1831 ;  thus  affording  indications,  that, 
by  proper  encouragement,  they  might,  possibly,  be  multiplied  so 
as  to  consume  the  whole  crop  of  the  country.  The  cotton  and 
woolen  factories,  in  1850,  employed  over  130,000  work  hands, 
and  had  $102,619,581  of  capital  invested  in  them.  They  thus 
afford  an  important  market  to  the  farmer,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
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have  become  an  equally  important  auxiliary  to  the  planter.  Tliey 
may  yet  afford  him  the  only  market  for  his  cotton. 

The  cotton  planting  States,  toward  the  close  of  the  contest, 
found  themselves  rapidly  accumulating  strength,  and  approxi- 
mating the  accomplishment  of  the  grand  object  at  which  they 
aimed — the  monopoly  of  the  cotton  markets  of  the  world.  This 
success  was  due,  not  so  much  to  any  triumph  over  the  North — 
to  any  prostration  of  our  manufacturing  interests — as  to  the  gen- 
eral policy  of  other  nations.  All  rivalry  to  the  American  plant- 
ers from  those  of  the  West  Indies,  was  removed  by  emancipa- 
tion; as,  under  freedom,  the  cultivation  of  cotton  was  nearly 
abandoned.  Mehemet  AH  had  become  imbecile,  and  the  indo- 
lent Egyptians  neglected  its  culture.  The  South  Americans,  after 
achieving  their  independence,  were  more  readily  enlisted  in  mili- 
tary forays,  than  in  the  art  of  agriculture,  and  they  produced  little 
cotton  for  .export.  The  emancipation  of  their  slaves,  instead  of 
increasing  the  agricultural  products  of  the  Republics,  only  sup- 
plied, in  ample  abundance,  the  elements  of  promoting  political 
revolutions,  and  keeping  their  soil  drenched  with  human  blood. 
Such  are  the  uses  to  which  degraded  men  may  be  applied  by  the 
ambitious  demagogue.  Brazil  and  India  both  supplied  to  Europe 
considerably  less  in  1838  than  they  had  done  in  1820 ;  and  the 
latter  country  made  no  material  increase  afterward,  except  when 
her  chief  customer,  China,  was  at  war,  or  prices  were  above  the 
average  rates  in  Europe.  While  the  cultivation  of  cotton  was  thus 
stationary  or  retrograding,  everywhere  outside  of  the  United 
States,  England  and  the  Continent  were  rapidly  increasing  their 
consumption  of  the  article,  which  they  nearly  doubled  from  1835 
to  1845 ;  so  that  the  demand  for  the  raw  material  called  loudly 
for  its  increased  production.  Our  planters  gathered  a  rich  har- 
vest of  profits  by  these  events. 

But  this  is  not  all  that  is  worthy  of  note,  in  this  strange  chapter 
of  Providences.  No  prominent  event  occurred,  but  conspired  to 
advance  the  prosperity  of  the  cotton  trade,  and  the  value  of 
American  slavery.  Even  the  very  depression  suffered  by  the 
manufacturers  and  cultivators  of  cotton,  from  1825  to  1829,  served 
to  place  the  manufacturing  interests  upon  the  broad  and  firm 
basis  they  now  occupy.  It  forced  the  planters  into  the  produc- 
tion of  their  cotton  at  lower  rates ;  and  led  the  manufacturers  to 
improve  their  machinery,  and  reduce  the  price  of  their  fabrics 
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low  enough  to  sweep  away  all  household  manu&cturing,  and  se- 
cure to  themselyes  the  monopoly  of  clothing  the  civilized  world. 
This  was  the  object  at  which  the  British  manufacturers  had 
aimed,  and  in  which  they  had  been  eminently  successful.  The 
growing  manufactures  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  Continent 
of  Europe,  Bad  not  yet  sensibly  affected  their  operations. 

There  is  still  another  point  requiring  a  passing  notice,  as  it 
may  serve  to  explain  some  portions  of  the  history  of  slavery,  not 
so  well  understood.  It  was  not  until  events  diminishing  the  for- 
eign growA  of  cotton,  and  enlarging  the  demand  for  its  fabrics, 
had  been  extensively  developed,  that  the  older  cotton-growing 
States  became  willing  to  allow  slavery  extension  in  the  South- 
west; and,  even  then,  their  assent  was  reluctantly  given — the 
markets  for  cotton,  doubtless,  being  considered  sufficiently  limited 
for  the  territory  under  cultivation.  Up  to  1824,  the  Indians  held 
over  thirty-two  millions  of  acres  of  land  in  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
and  Alabama,  and  over  twenty  millions  of  acres  in  Florida,  Mis- 
souri and  Arkansas ;  which  was  mostly  retained  by  them  as  late 
as  1836.  Although  the  States  interested  had  repeatedly  urged 
the  matter  upon  Congress,  and  some  of  them  even  resorted  to  for- 
cible means  to  gain  possession  of  these  Indian  lands,  the  Gov- 
ernment did  not  fulfill  its  promise  to  remove  the  Indians  until 
1836 ;  and  even  then,  the  measure  met  with  such  opposition,  that 
it  was  saved  but  by  one  vote — Mr.  Calhoun  and  six  other  South- 
em  Senators  voting  against  it.*  In  justice  to  Mr.  Calhoun,  how- 
ever, it  must  be  stated  that  his  opposition  to  the  measure  was  . 
based  on  the  conviction  that  the  treaty  had  been  fraudulently  ob- 
tained. 

The  older  States,  however,  had  found,  by  this  time,  that  the 
foreign  and  home  demand  for  cotton  was  so  rapidly  increasing 
that  there  was  little  danger  of  over-production;  and  that  they 
had,  in  fact,  secured  to  themselves  the  monopoly  of  the  foreign 
markets.  Beside  this,  the  abolition  movement  at  that  moment, 
had  assumed  its  most  threatening  aspect,  and  was  demanding  the 
destruction  of  slavery  or  the  dissolution  of  the  Union.  Here  was 
a  double  motive  operating  to  produce  harmony  in  the  ranks  of 
Southern  politicians,  and  to  awaken  the  fears  of  many.  North 
and  South,  for  the  safety  of  the  Government.-   Here,  also,  was 


♦  Benton's  Thirty  Year's  View. 
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the  Qrigin  of  the  detenniiiation,  in  the  Sonth,  to  extend  alavwy, 
by  the  annexation  of  territory,  so  aa  to  gain  the  political  prepon- 
derance in  &e  lifational  Oouncils,  and  to  protect  its  intereetB 
against  die  interference  of  the  North. 

It  was  not  the  increased  demand  jEor  cotton,  alone,  that  served 
as  a  protection  to  the  older  States.  The  extension  df  its  cultiva- 
tion, in  the  degree  demanded  by  the  wants  of  commerce,  conld 
only  be  effected  by  a  corresponding  increased  supply  of  provis- 
ions. Without  this,  it  could  not  increase,  except  by  enhancing 
their  price  to  the  injury  of  the  older  States.  This  fooiir  did  not 
£ul  to  be  in  readiness,  so  soon  as  it  was  needed.  Indeed,  much 
of  it  had  long  been  awaiting  an  outlet  to  a  profitable  market.  Its 
surplus,  too,  had  been  somewhat  increased  by  the  Temperance 
movement  in  the  North,  which  had  materially  checked  the  distil- 
lation of  grain. 

The  West,  which  had  long  looked  to  the  East  for  a  market,  had 
its  attention  now  turned  to  the  South,  as  the  most  certain  and 
convenient  mart  for  the  sale  of  its  products — the  planters  affi>rd- 
ing  to  the  farmers  the  markets  they  had  in  vain  sought  from  the 
manufacturers.  In  the  meantime,  steamboat  navigation  was  ac- 
quiring perfection  on  the  Western  rivers — ^the  great  natural  outr 
lets  for  Western  products — and  became  a  means  of  communica- 
tion between  the  Northwest  and  the  Southwest,  as  well  as  vrith 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  Atlantic  cities.  This  gave  an  im- 
pulse to  industry  and  enterprise,  west  of  the  AUeghanies,  unpar- 
alleled in  the  history  of  the  country.  While,  then,  the  bounds  of 
slave  labor  were  extending  from  Virginia,  the  Caroliuas,  and 
Georgia,  Westward,  over  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mississippi  and 
Arkansas,  the  area  of  free  labor  was  enlarging,  with  equal  ra- 
pidity, in  the  Northwest,  throughout  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois  and 
Michigan.  Thus,  within  these  provision  and  cotton  regions, 
were  the  forests  cleared  away,  or  the  prairies  broken  up,  simulta- 
neously by  those  old  antagonistic  forces,  opponents  no  longer,  but 
harmonized  by  the  fusion  of  their  interests — the  connecting  link 
between  them  being  the  steamboat.  Thus,  also,  was  a  tripartite 
alliance  formed,  by  which  the  Western  Farmer,  the  Southern 
Planter,  and  the  English  Manufacturer,  became  united  in  a  com- 
mon bond  of  interest:  the  whole  giving  their  support  to  the  doc- 
trine of  Free  Trade. 

This  active  commerce  between  the  West  and  South,  however, 
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soon  caused  a  rivalry  in  the  East,  that  pushed  forward  improve- 
ments, by  States  or  Corporations,  to  gain  a  share  in  the  Western 
trade.  These  improvements,  as  completed,  gave  to  the  West  a 
choice  of  markets,  so  that  its  Farmers  could  elect  whether  to  feed 
the  slave  who  grows  the  cotton,  or  the  operatives  who  are  engaged 
in  its  manu&cture.  But  this  rivalry  did  more.  The  competition 
for  Western  products  enhanced  their  price,  and  stimulated  their 
more  extended  cultivation.  This  required  an  enlargement  of  the 
markets;  and  the  extension  of  slavery  became  essential  to 
Western  i»rosperity. 

We  have  not  reached  the  end  of  the  alliance  between  the 
Western  Farmer  and  Southern  Planter.  The  emigration  which 
has  been  fiUing  Iowa  and  Minnesota,  and  is  now  rolling  like  a 
flood  into  Kansas  and  Nebraska,  is  but  a  repetition  of  what  has 
occurred  in  the  other  Western  States  and  Territories.  Agricul- 
tural pursuits  are  highly  remunerative,  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
men  of  moderate  means,  or  of  no  means,  are  cheered  along  to 
where  none  forbids  them  land  to  till.  For  the  last  few  years, 
public  improvements  have  called  for  vastly  more  than  the  usual 
share  of  labor,  and  augmented  the  consumption  of  provisions. 
The  foreign  demand  added  to  this,  has  increased  their  price 
beyond  what  the  planter  can  afford  to  pay.  For  many  years  free 
labor  and  slave  labor  maintained  an  even  race  in  their  Western 
progress.  Of  late  the  freemen  have  begun  to  lag  behind,  while 
slavery  has  advanced  by  several  degrees  of  longitude.  Free 
labor  must  be  made  to  keep  pace  with  it.  There  is  an  urgent 
necessity  for  this.  The  demand  for  cotton  is  increasing  in  a 
ratio  greater  than  can  be  supplied  by  the  American  planters,  un- 
less by  a  corresponding  increased  production.  This  increasing 
demand  must  be  met,  or  its  cultivation  will  be  facilitated  else- 
where, and  the  monopoly  of  the  planter  in  the  European  markets 
be  interrupted.  This  can  only  be  effected  by  concentrating  the 
greatest  possible  number  of  slaves  upon  the  cotton  plantations. 
Hence  they  must  be  supplied  with  provisions. 

This  is  the  present  aspect  of  the  Provision  question,  as  it 
r^ards  slavery  extension.  Prices  are  approximating  the  max- 
imum point,  beyond  which  our  provisions  can  not  be  fed  to 
slaves,  unless  there  is  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  price  of 
cotton.  Such  a  result  was  not  anticipated  by  Southern  statesmen, 
when  they  had  succeeded  in  overthrowing  the  protective  policy, 
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destroying  the  United  States  Bank,  and  establishing  the  Sub- 
Treasarj  system.  And  why  has  this  occurred  ?  The  mines  of 
California  prevented  both  the  Free-Trade  Tariff,*  and  the  Sub- 
Treasury  scheme  from  exhausting  the  country  of  the  precious 
metals,  extinguishing  the  circulation  of  Bank  Notes,  and  reduc- 
ing the  prices  of  agricultural  products  to  the  specie  value.  At 
the  date  of  the  passage  of  the  Nebraska  Bill,  the  multiplication 
of  provisions,  by  their  more  extended  cultivation,  was  the  only 
measure  left  that  could  produce  a  reduction  of  prices,  and  meet 
the  wants  of  the  planters.  The  Canadian  Beciprocity  Treaty, 
since  secured,  will  bring  the  products  of  the  British  North  Amer- 
ican colonies,  free  of  duty,  into  competition  with  those  of  the 
United  States,  when  piices,  with  us,  rule  high,  and  tend  to 
diminish  their  cost ;  but  in  the  event  of  scarcity  in  Europe,  or  of 
foreign  wars,  the  opposite  results  may  occur,  as  our  products,  in 
such  times,  will  pass,  free  of  duty,  through  these  colonies,  into 
the  foreign  market.  It  is  apparent,  then,  that  nothing  short  of 
extended  free  labor  cultivation,  far  distant  from  the  seaboard, 
where  the  products  will  bear  transportation  to  none  but  Southern 
markets,  can  fully  secure  the  cotton  interests  from  the  contin- 
gencies that  so  often  threaten  them  with  ruinous  embaiTassments. 
In  fact,  such  a  depression  of  our  cotton  interests  has  only  been 
averted  by  the  advanced  prices  which  cotton  has  commanded, 
for  the  last  few  years,  in  consequence  of  the  increased  European 
demand,  and  its  diminished  cultivation  abroad. 

On  this  subject,  the  London  Economist^  of  June  9,  1855,  in 
remarking  on  the  aspects  of  the  cotton  question,  at  that  moment 
says: 

'^Another  somewhat  remarkable  circumstance,  considering 
we  are  at  war,  and  considering  the  predictions  of  some  per- 
sons, is  the  present  high  price  and  consumption  of  cotton. 
The  crop  in  the  United  States  is  short,  being  only  1,120,000,000 
or  1,160,000,000  lbs.,  but  not  so  short  as  to  have  a  very  great 
effect  on  the  markets  had  consumption  not  increased.  Our 
mercantile  readers  will  be  well  aware  of  this  fact,  but  let  us  state 
here  that  the  total  consumption  between  January  1st  and  the  last 
week  in  May  was : 

*  The  Tarifif  of  1846,  under  which  odr  imports  are  now  made,  approximates 
the  Free  Trade  principles  very  closely. 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  COTTON. 

1858.  1854.  1855. 

Pounds, 331,708,000  295,716,000        415,648,000 

Less  than  1855, 83,940,000  119,932,000 

Average  consumption  of 

lbs.  per  week, 15,600,000  14,000,000          19,600,000 

^^  Though  the  crop  in  the  United  States  is  short  up  to  this  time, 
Great  Britain  has  received  12,400,000  lbs.  more  of  the  crop  of 

1854  than  she  received  to  the  same  period  of  the  crop  of  1853. 
Thus,  in  spite  of  the  war,  and  in  spite  of  a  short  crop  of  cotton, 
in  spite  of  dear  com  and  £dling  trade  to  Australia  and  the 
United  States,  the  consumption  of  cotton  has  been  one-fourth  in 
excess  of  the  flourishing  year  of  1853,  and  more  than  a  third  in 
excess  of  1854.    These  facts  are  worth  consideration. 

*'  It  is  reasonably  expected  that  the  present  high  prices  will 
bring  cotton  forward   rapidly;  but  as  yet   this  effect  has  not 

ensued Thus,  it  will   be   seen  that,   notwithstanding  the 

short  crop  in  the  States,  (at  present,  they  have  sent  us  more  in 

1855  than  in  1854,  but  not  so  much  as  in  1853,)  the  supply  from 
other  sources,  except  Egypt,  has  been  smaller  in  1855  than  in 
either  of  the  preceding  years,  and  the  supply  from  Egypt,  though 
greater  than  in  1854,  is  less  than  in  1853."  [From  India,  the 
principal  hope  of  increased  supplies,  the  imports  for  1855,  in  the 
first  four  months  of  the  year,  were  less  by  47,960,000  lbs.  than 
in  1854,  and  less  by  64,000,000  lbs.  than  in  1853.*]  '^We  may 
infer,  therefore,  that  the  rise  in  price  hitherto,  has  not  been  suf- 
ficient to  bring  increased  supplies  from  India  and  other  places  ; 
but  these  will,  no  doubt,  come  when  it  is  seen  that  the  rise  will 
probably  be  permanent  in  consequence  of  the  enlarged  consump- 
tion, and  the  comparative  deficiency  in  the  crop  of  the  United 
States." 

After  noticing  the  increasing  exports  of  raw  cotton  from  both 
England  and  the  Unit^  States  to  France  and  the  other  countries 
of  the  Continent,  from  which  it  is  inferred  that  the  consumption 
is  increasing  in  Europe,  generally,  as  well  as  in  Great  Britain, 
the  Ecoft07nist  proceeds  to  remark : 


*  These  fi«nire8  are  taken  from  a  part  of  the  EcmioTiusVa  article  not  copied. 
For  the  diflference  between  the  imporUs  from  India,  in  the  whole  of  the  years 
1850  to  1855,  see  Table  I. 
i 
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"  A  rapidly  increasiDg  consumption  of  cotton  in  Europe  has 
not  been  met  by  an  equally  rapidly  increasing  supply,  and  the 
present  relative  condition  of  the  supply  to  the  demand  seems  to 
justify  an  advance  of  price,  unless  a  greatly  diminished  consump- 
tion can  be  brought  about.  What  supplies  may  yet  be  obtained 
from  India,  the  Brazils,  Egypt,  etc.,  we  know  not ;  but,  judging 
from  the  imports  of  the  three  last  years,  they  are  not  likely  to 
supply  the  great  deficiency  in  the  stocks  just  noticed.  A  decrease 
in  consumption,  which  is  recommended,  can  only  be  accomplished 
by  the  state  of  the  market,  not  by  the  will  of  individual  spinners; 
for  if  some  lessen  their  consumption  of  the  raw  material  while 
the  demand  of  the  market  is  for  more  cloth,  it  will  be  supplied 
by  others,  either  here  or  abroad ;  and  the  only  real  solution  of 
the  difiiculty  or  means  of  lowering  the  price,  is  an  increased 
supply.  Thi^  points  to  other  exertions  than  those  which  have 
been  latterly  directed  to  the  production  of  fibrous  materials  to  be 
converted  directly  into  paper.  Exertions  ought  rather  to  be 
directed  to  the  production  of  fibrous  materials  which  shall  be 
used  for  textile  fabrics,  and  so  much  larger  supplies  of  rags — the 
cheapest  and  best  material  for  making  paper  will  be  obtained. 
But  theoretical  production,  and  the  schemers  who  propose  it,  not 
guided  by  the  market  demands,  are  generally  erroneous,  and 
what  we  now  require  is  more  and  cheaper  material  for  clothing 
as  the  means  of  getting  more  rags  to  make  paper. 

"Another  important  deduction  may  be  made  from  the  state  of 
the  cotton  market.  It  has  not  been  affected,  at  least  the  produc- 
tion of  cotton  with  the  importation  into  Europe  has  not  been 
disturbed  by  the  war,  and  yet  it  seems  not  to  have  kept  pace  with 
the  consumption.  From  this  we  infer  that  legislative  restrictions 
on  traflSc,  permanently  afiecting  the  habits  of  the  people  submis- 
sive to  them,  and  of  all  their  customers,  have  a  much  more  per- 
nicious efiect  on  production  and  trade  than  national  outpourings 
in  war  of  indignation  and  anger — which,  if  terrible  in  their 
eflTects,  are  of  short  duration.  These  are  in  the  order  of  nature, 
except  as  they  are  slowly  corrected  and  improved  by  knowledge ; 
while  the  restrictions — the  offspring  of  ignorance  and  misplaced 
ambition — are  at  all  times  opposed  to  her  beneficent  ordinances." 

The  Economist  of  June  30,  in  its  Trade  Tables,  sums  up  the 
imports  for  the  5th  month  of  the  year  1855 ;  from  which  it  ap- 
pears, that  instead  of  any  increase  of  the  imports  of  cotton  hav- 
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ing  occurred,  they  had  fallen  off  to  the  extent  of  43,772,176  lbs. 
below  the  quantity  imported  in  the  corresponding  month  of  1854. 

The  Economist  of  September  1,  1855,  in  continuing  its  notices 
of  the  cotton  markets,  and  stating  that  there  is  still  a  falling  off 
in  its  supplies,  says  : 

"The  decline  in  the  quantity  of  cotton  imported  is  notoriously 
the  consequence  of  the  smallness  of  last  year's  crops  in  the  United 

States It  is  remarkable  that  the  additional  supply  which 

has  made  up  partly  for  the  shortness  of  the  American  crop  comes 
from  the  Brazils,  Egypt,  and  other  parts.  From  British  India 
the  supply  is  relatively  shorter  than  from  the  United  States.  It 
&il8  us  more  than  that  of  the  States,  and  the  fact  is  rather  unfa- 
vorable to  the  speculations  of  those  who  wish  to  make  us  inde- 
pendent of  the  States,  and  dependent  chiefly  on  our  own  posses- 
sions. The  high  freights  that  have  prevailed,  and  are  likely  to 
prevail  with  a  profitable  trade,  would  obviously  make  it  extremely 
dangerous  for  our  manufacturers  to  increase  their  dependence  on 
India  for  a  supply  of  cotton.  In  1855,  when  we  have  a  short 
supply  from  other  quarters,  India  has  sent  us  one-third  less  than 
in  1853." 

The  Economist  of  February  23,  1856,  contains  the  Annual 
Statement  of  Imports  for  1855,  ending  December  31,  from  which 
it  appears  that  the  supplies  of  cotton  from  India,  for  the  whole 
year,  were  only  145,218,976  lbs.,  or  35,212,520  lbs.  less  than  the 
imports  for  1853.  Of  these  imports  66,210,704  lbs.  were  re-ex- 
ported; thus  leaving  the  British  manufacturers  but  79,008,272 
lbs.  of  the  free  labor  cotton  of  India,  upon  which  to  employ  their 
looms.* 

This  increasing  demand  for  cotton  beyond  the  present  supplies, 
if  not  met  by  the  cotton  growers  of  the  United  States,  must  en- 
courage its  cultivation  in  countries  which  now  send  but  little  to 
market.  To  prevent  such  a  result,  and  to  retain  in  their  own 
hands  the  monopoly  of  the  cotton  market,  will  require  the  utmost 
vigilance  on  the  part  of  our  planters.  That  vigilance  will  not  be 
wanting. 


The  coxnmerdal  year  is  five  days  shorter  for  1855  than  in  former  years. 
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CHAPTER   XII. 

CoDsideration  of  foreign  cultivation  of  Cotton  further  considered — Facta  and 
opinions  stated  by  the  London  Econoinist — Consumption  of  Cotton  tending 
to  exceed  the  production — India  affords  the  only  field  of  competition  with 
the  United  States — Its  vast  inferiority — Imports  from  India  dependent  upon 
price — Free  Labor  and  Slave  Labor  cannot  be  united  on  the  same  field — 
Supply  of  the  United  States  therefore  limited  by  natural  increase  of  slaves — 
Limited  supply  of  labor  tends  to  renewal  of  slave  trade — Cotton  production 
in  India  the  only  obstacle  which  Qreat  Britain  can  interpose  against  Amer- 
ican Planters — Africa,  too,  to  be  made  subservient  to  this  object — Parliament- 
ary proceedings  on  this  subject — Successful  Cotton  culture  in  Africa — Slavery 
to  be  permanently  established  by  this  policy — Opinions  of  the  American  Mis- 
aionary — Remarks  showing  the  position  of  the  Cotton  question  in  its  relations 
to  slavery — Great  Britain  building  up  slavery  in  Africa  to  break  it  down  in 
America. 

The  remark  which  closes  the  preceding  chapter  was  made  in 
1856.  An  opportunity  is  now  offered  for  recording  the  results  of 
the  movements  of  Great  Britain  to  promote  cotton  culture  in  her 
own  possessions  between  that  and  1859.  Tlie  results  will  be 
startling.  Few  anti-slavery  men  in  the  United  States  expected 
that  Great  Britain  would  so  soon  be  engaged  zealously  in  estab- 
lishing slave  labor  in  Africa,  or  that  Lord  Palmerston  should 
publicly  commend  the  measure.  The  question  is  one  of  so  much 
importance  as  to  demand  a  full  examination.  The  extracts  are 
taken,  mainly,  from  the  London  Economist^  a  periodical  having 
the  highest  reputation  for  candor  and  fair  dealing.  On  Feb.  12, 
1859,  the  Economist  said : 

''We  are  not  surprised  that  the  fiiture  supply  of  cotton  should 
have  engaged  the  attention  of  Parliament  on  an  early  night  of 
the  Session.  It  is  a  question  the  importance  of  which  can  not 
well  be  overrated,  if  we  refer  only  to  the  commercial  interests 
which  it  involves,  or  to  the  social  comfort  or  happiness  of  the  mil- 
lions who  are  now  dependent  upon  it  for  their  support.  But  it 
has  an  aspect  far  loftier  and  even  more  important.  At  its  root 
lies  the  ultimate  success  of  a  policy  for  which  England  has  made 
great  struggles  and  great  sacrifices — the  maintaining  of  existing 
treaties,  and  perhaps  the  peace  of  the  world.  Every  year  as  it 
passes,  proves  more  and  more  that  the  question  of  slavery,  and 
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even  of  the  slave  trade,  is  destined  to  be  material V  affected,  if 
not  ultimately  governed,  by  considerations  arising  (^ut  of  the  cul- 
tivation of  this  plant.  It  is  impossible  to  observe  tJiw  tendency 
of  public  opinion  throughout  America,  not  even  excepting  the 
Free  States,  with  relation  to  the  slave  trade,  without  feeling  con- 
scious that  it  is  driftinsi:  into  indifference,  and  even  laxihr.  .-In 
every  light,  then,  in  which  this  great  subject  can  be  vieweii,  it  is, 
one  which  well  deserves  the  careful  attention  equally  of  the  phir 
lanthropist  and  the  statesman.* 

''  It  has  been  said,  that  in  the  case  of  cotton  we  have  found  an 
exception  to  the  great  commercial  principle  of  supply  and  de- 
mand. Is  this  so?  We  doubt  it.  We  doubt  if,  on  the  contrarv, 
we  shall  not  find,  upon  investigation,  that  it  presents  one  of  the 
6tn:>ngest  examples  of  the  struggle  of  that  principle  to  maintain 
its  conclusions.  No  doubt  the  conditions  of  its  production  have 
made  that  struggle  a  severe  one;  but,  nevertheless,  it  has  not 
been  altogether  unsuccessful.  Eighteen  years  ago,  (in  IS-iO)  the 
total  supply  of  cotton  imported  into  this  country  was  502,4SS,000 
lbs.:  with  temporary  fluctuations,  it  had  steadily  grown  until  it 
had  reached,  in  the  last  three  years,  upwards  of  900,000,000  lbs., 
showing  an  increase  of  more  than  fifty  per  cent.  Nevertheless, 
the  demand  had  been  constantly  pressing  upon  the  supply,  the 
consumption  has  always  shown  a  tendency  to  exceed  the  produc- 
tion, and  the  consequent  result  of  a  high  price  has,  during  a  ma- 
jority of  those  years,  acted  as  a  powerful  stimulant  to  cultivation. 
But,  practically  speaking,  we  possess  but  two  sources  of  supply, 
and  both  present  such  powerful  obstacles  to  extender!  cultivation, 
that  we  are  not  surprised  at  the  habitual  uneasiness  of  those 
whose  interests  demand  a  continually  increasing  quantity.  Those 
two  sources  are  the  United  States  and  British  India.  It  is  truie 
that  Brazil,  Egypt,  the  West  Indies,  and  some  other  countries, 
furnish  small  quantities  of  cotton ;  but  when  we  state  that  of  the 
931,847,000  lbs.,  imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  in  1S58,  the 
proportion  furnished  by  America  and  India  was  870,656,000 
lbs.,  leaving  for  all  other  places  put  together,  a  supply  of  only 
61,191,000  lbs.,  notwithstandinor  the  manv  laudable  efforts,  both 
on  the  part  of  Government,  and  of  the  mercantile  community,  to 
encourage  its  growth  in  new  countries,  it  will  be  admitted  that,  as 
an  immediate  and  practical  question,  it  is  confined  to  those  two 
sources.     They  are  not  <»nly  the  sources  from  whence  the  largest 


•     «    • 


102  .aOTTON    IS    KING;    OR, 


>  •  • 


supplies  are  .rScefved,  but  they  are  also  those  where  the  chief 
.increase  has'  faken  place. 

"In  18440. the  supply  received  from  the  United  States  was 
487,850,0T}0  lbs.     Since  that  time,  with  some  considerable  fluc- 
tuatfeiis,   it  has   steadily   increased,   until   in   1858   it    rose    to 
7.33,^105,000   lbs. — the   maximum    quantity   having   reached    in 
,-^'8Sl6,  780,040,000  lbs.     Yet,  great  as  this  increase  has  been,  it 
,,   'kp'peai*8  that  it  has  not  been  equal  to  the  increased,  demand,  if 
V  we  may  judge  from  the  price,  at  the  two  periods.*     The  large 
supplies  of  the  last  three  yeara  have  commanded  prices  at  least 
sixteen  per  cent,  higher  than  the  smaller  supplies  from  1840  to 
1842.     Every  encouragement,  therefore,  which  high  and  remu- 
nerative prices  could  give  to  increased  cultivation  hiis  been  liber- 
ally afforded  to  the  cotton-growing  States  of  America. 

"But  whatever  the  price,  there  is  a  condition  which  places  an 
absolute  limit  upon  tlie  growth.  Land  in  every  way  suited  for 
the  pui'pose,  is  abundant  and  cheap.  Means  of  transport  is  of  the 
cheapest  and  best  kind,  and  is  without  limit.  The  limit  lies  in 
the  neccsary  ingredient  of  labor.  If  cotton  had  been  the  produce 
of  free  labor,  no  doubt  the  principle  of  supply  and  demand  would 
have  solved  the  diflBculty.  The  surplus  of  the  Old  World  would 
have  steadily  lyaintained  the  balance  between  the  two  in  the  Now 
World.  Ireland,  Germany,  Switzerland,  the  Southern  parts  of 
France,  and  Portugal,  would  have  sent  their  surplus  labor  to 
the  best  market.  As  it  is,  the  two  kinds  of  labor — that  of  the 
freeman  and  that  of  the  slave — can  not  be  united  in  the  same  cul- 
tivation. The  slave  States  of  America  are,  therefore,  dependent 
for  any  increase  of  labor  only  upon  themselves.  The  consuming 
States  can  draw  >3upplie8  only  from  the  breeding  States.  It  is, 
therefore,  exactly  in  proportion  as  the  slave  population  increases 
that  the  cotton  crop  becomes  larger.  Taking  the  average  of  three 
or  four  years  at  any  period  of  the  history  of  the  United  States 
for  the  last  forty  years,  it  will  be  found  that  the  growth  of  cotton 
is  equal  to  one  bale  for  each  pei-son  of  the  slave  population.  The 
calculation  is  well  known.  When  the  slave  population  was 
two  millions,  the  average  produce  of  cotton  was  two  millions  of 
bales : — as  the  one  rose  the  other  increased.  The  slave  population 
is  now  about  three  millions  and  a  half;  the  cotton  crop  of  the 

♦  See  Table  VIII,  in  Appendix. 
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present  year  is  computed  at  from  3,600,000  to  3,700,000  bales. 
The  high  price  of  cotton,  and  the  great  profit  attached  to  its  culti- 
vation, have  no  doubt  lurnished  the  greatest  stimulant  to  an  in- 
crease of  that  part  of  the  population.  In  the  competition  for  more 
labor,  the  price  of  slaves  was  enormously  increased.  Some  years 
ago  the  price  of  a  slave  was  about  jElQO ;  now  they  are  worth 
from  £200  to  £400.  But  what  must  be  the  tendency  of  this  fear- 
ful competition  for  a  limited  supply  of  human  labor — limited  as 
long  as  the  slave  trade  is  prohibited — unlimited  as  soon  as  the 
slave  trade  is  legalized  ?  What  is  the  actual  condition  of  the 
Southern  States  at  this  moment?  There  is  on  the  ground  and 
being  secured,  according  to  computation,  the  largest  cotton  crop 
ever  known.  The  last  estimates  vary  from  3,550,000  bales  to 
3,700,000  bales.  A  very  few  years  ago  it  was  calculated  that 
cotton  at  any  thing  above  four  cents  the  pound  for  ''middling 
quality  "  on  the  spot  was  a  profitable  crop.  Now,  the  price  tor  the 
same  quality  on  the  spot  is  fully  ten  cents  the  pound ; — and  it  has 
been  about  the  same  or  liigher  for  a  long  time.  What  is  the  con- 
sequence J  A  correspondent  writing  by  the  last  mail  says :  'The 
people  of  this  section  of  the  country  feel  made  of  gold^  and  every 
thing  here  is,  of  course,  going  at  full  cry — every  planter  wants  to 
open  more  land  and  huy  mx)re  negroes.^  What  do  these  facts 
suggest?  Do  they  furnish  no  explanation  of  the  strong  desire  in 
the  Southern  States  to  possess  Cuba  ?  Do  they  furnish  no  explana-  ^ 
tion  of  the  exaggerated  irritation  got  up  last  year  in  respect  to  the 
West  India  squadron,  and  the  demand  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment, we  fear  too  successfully  made,  that  the  right  of  search  in 
the  mitigated  form  in  which  it  existed  should  be  altogether  aban- 
doned ?  A  people  familiarized  not  only  with  slavery,  but  also  with 
the  slave  trade  as  between  one  class  of  States  and  another,  can 
hardly  be  expected  to  entertain  a  very  strong  repugnance  to  a 
slave  trade  from  beyond  the  seaS.  That  cargoes  of  imported 
slaves  have  recently  been  landed  in  the  United  States  is  not 
denied: — that  vessels  fitted  out  as  slavers  have  recently  been 
seized  in  American  ports,  we  know  upon  official  authority.  The 
same  correspondent  whom  we  have  already  quoted,  says  there  are 
two  great  questions  which  occupy  the  Southern  States  at  this 
jAoment.  The  one  is  the  acquisition  of  Cuba.  '  The  other, '  ho 
aays,  '  is  one  which  has  been  presented  to  me  forcibly  during  my 
sojourn  in  the  South,  and  that  is  the  increase  of  slave  population. 
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You  must  have  noticed  an  illicit  importation  of  negroes  from 
Africa  landed  in  Georgia.  This  has  undoubtedly  been  done,  and 
I  doubt  not  also  that  other  negroes  have  been  landed.  It  is  of 
course  the  desire  of  every  honest  man  that  the  whole  force  of  the 
government  should  be  used  to  put  down  such  a  trade,  and  punish 
the  offenders ;  but  I  fear  the  profits  of  the  trade  are  so  enormous 
that  it  will  be  carried  on  in  the  face  of  all  opposition.  Negroes 
are  now  worth  here  from  1,000  to  2,000  dollars  a-piece.  The 
subject  of  their  being  introduced  is  being  openly  discussed,  and 
the  propriety  of  the  trade  being  again  legalized.  It  is  plain  this 
discussion  will  by  and  by  take  shape.  Will  not  the  government 
be  obliged  to  listen  to  it,  and  what  will  be  the  result?  When 
labor  is  so  profitable  it  will  be  obtained.  How?  I  confess  to 
looking  upon  this  subject  with  great  anxiety.  The  feeling  with 
regard  to  slavery  both  in  the  North  and  South  has  undergone  a 
material  change  in  the  last  four  years.  It  is  now  looked  upon 
with  far  less  abhorrence.'  Is  it  possible  to  separate  the  danger 
which  is  here  presented  so  forcibly  from  the  question  of  the  high 
price  of  cotton  ?  We  know  by  experience  the  influence  which  the 
Southern  States  can  exercise  upon  the  election  of  a  President. 
If  the  free  States  are  indiflerent,  we  know  that,  at  what- 
ever risk,  the  slave  States  will  have  their  own  way ;  and  with 
them  it  is  plain  that  much  must  depend  upon  the  price  of  cotton 
and  the  motives  which  it  furnishes  to  •  open  mare  land  and  buy 
more  negroes."^ 

"  But  with  what  an  enormous  interest  does  this  view  of  the  case 
invest  the  cultivation  of  cotton  in  India.  It  is  the  only  real  ob- 
stacle that  we  can  interpose  to  the  growing  feeling  in  favor  of 
slavery,  to  the  diminishing  abhorrence  of  the  slave  trade  in  tho 
United  States.  It  is  the  only  field,  competition  with  which  can, 
for  many  years  to  come,  redress  the  undue  stimulant  which  high 
prices  are  giving  to  slave  labor  in  America.  Nor  do  the  facts  as 
regard  the  past  discourage  the  hope  that  it  may  be  successfully 
used  for  that  purpose.  In  1840  the  supply  of  cotton  from  India 
was  77,011,000  lbs.;  — in  1868  it  had  risen  to  138,253,000 
lbs. :  having  been  in  the  immediately  preceding  year  no  less  than 
250,338,000  lbs.  The  average  importation  for  four  years  from  1840 
to  1843  amounted  to  83,300,000  lbs. ; — the  average  importation 
for  the  last  four  years  has  .been  178,000,000  lbs.  or  somewhat 
more  than  double  that  of  the  former  period.     In  some  important 
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respects  the  conditions  of  supply  from  India  differ  very  much 
from  those  which  attach  to  and  determine  the  supply  from  Amer- 
ica. In  India  there  is  no  limit  to  the  quantity  of  labor.  There 
may  be  said  to  be  little  or  none  to  the  quantity  of  land.  The 
obstacle  is  of  another  kind ;  it  lies  almost  exclusively  in  the  want 
of  cheap  transit.  Our  supplies  of  India  cotton  ai'e  not  even 
determined  by  the  quantity  produced,  but  by  that  which,  when 
produced,  can  profitably  be  forwarded  to  England.  It  is,  there- 
fore, a  question  of  price  whether  we  obtain  more  or  less.  A  rise 
in  the  price  of  one  penny  the  pound  in  1857,  suddenly  increased 
the  supply  from  180,000,000  lbs.  in  1856  to  250,000,000  lbs.  in 
1857.  A  fall  in  the  price  in  1858  again  suddenly  reduced  it  to 
138,000,000  lbs.  It  was  not  that  the  production  of  cotton  varied 
in  these  proportions  in  those  years,  but  that  at  given  prices  it  was 
possible  to  incur  more  cost  in  the  transit  than  at  others.  The 
same  high  price,  therefore,  which  at  present  renders  a  large  sup- 
ply possible  from  India,  creates  an  unusual  demand  for  slaves 
in  the  United  States.  But  would  not  the  same  corrective 
consequence  be  produced  if  we  could  diminish  the  cost  of  transit 
in  India?  Every  farthing  a  pound  saved  in  carriage  is  equiva- 
lent to  so  much  added  to  the  price  of  cotton.  Four-pence  the 
pound  in  the  Liverpool  market  for  good  India  cotton,  with  a  cost 
of  two-pence  from  the  spot  of  production,  would  command  just 
as  great  a  supply  as  a  price  of  five-pence  the  pound  if  the  inter- 
mediate cost  were  three-pence.  The  whole  question  resolves 
itself  into  one  of  good  roads  and  cheap  conveyance.  Labor  in 
India  is  infinitely  more  abundant  than  in  the  United  States,  and 
much  cheaper ;  land  is  at  least  as  cheap ;  the  climate  is  as  good ; — 
but  the  bullock  trains  on  the  miserable  roads  of  Hindostan  cannot 
compete  with  the  steamers  and  other  craft>  on  the  Mississippi. 
No  doubt  we  have  new  hopes  in  the  district  of  Scinde,  and  in  the 
aid  of  the  Indus.  We  have  new  hopes  in  the  railways  which  are 
being  constructed, — not  only  in  cheapening  transit,  but  even  more 
in  improving  the  condition  in  which  native  produce  will  be 
brought  to  market.  Whatever,  therefore,  be  the  financial  sac- 
rifice which  in  the  first  place  must  be  made  for  the  purix)8e  of 
opening  the  interior  of  India,  it  should  be  cheerfully  made,  as 
the  only  means  by  which  we  can  hope  permanently  to  improve 
the  revenues  of  India,  to  increase  and  cheapen  the  supply  of  the 
most  important  raw  material  of  our  own  industry,  and  to  bring 
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in  the  abundant  labor  of  tho  millions  of  our  fellow-subjects  in 
India,  to  redress  the  deficiency  in  the  slave  States  of  America, 
and  thus  to  give. the  best  practical  check  to  the  growing  attrac- 
tions of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade." 

On  March  5, 1869,  the  editor  resumes  the  subject,  and  discusses 
the  bearing  which  the  movements  making  in  Africa  are  likely  to 
have  upon  these  interests. 

"We  pointed  out  in  a  recent  number  the  very  close  connection 
between  the  traditional  policy  of  England  in  resisting  the  slave 
trade,  and  the  efibrts  which  are  now  making  to  find  other  sources 
of  cotton  supply  besides  the  United  States.  We  showed  that  a 
cry  is  now  arising  in  the  United  States,  for  the  renewal  of  the 
slave  trade — a  cry  stimulated  principally  by  the  high  price  of 
cotton.  We  showed  that  for  every  slave  in  the  Southern  States 
there  is  on  the  average  a  bale  of  cotton  produced  annually,  and 
that  as  the  demand  for  cotton,  and  consequently  the  price  of  cotton 
rises,  the  demand  for  slaves  and  the  price  of  slaves  rises  with  it. 
In  the  words  of  a  correspondent  whom  we  then  quoted,  '  eveiy 
planter  wants  to  open  more  land  and  buy  more  negroes.'  Hence 
the  demand  in  the  South  for  the  recently  successful  attempt  to 
smuggle  slave-cargoes  into  Georgia.  If,  then,  either  in  India  or 
any  other  quarter  of  the  world,  it  be  possible  either  to  cheapen 
the  caiTiage  or  facilitate  the  growth  of  cotton,  so  as  to  bring  it 
into  the  English  markets  at  a  price  that  can  compete  successfully 
with  the  American  cotton,  we  are  conferring  a  double  benefit  on 
mankind — ^we  are  increasing  the  supply  of  one  of  the  most 
necessary,  and,  relatively  to  the  demand,  one  of  the  least  abund- 
ant, articles  of  commerce,  on  the  steady  supply  of  which  the 
livelihood  of  millions,  and  the  comfort  of  almost  every  civilized 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  depends,  and  by  means  of  the 
increased  competition  we  are  diminishing  the  force  of  the  motive 
which  is  now  threatening  the  United  States  with  a  renewal  of  the 
slave  trade.  We  cannot,  therefore,  well  conceive  of  stronger 
considerations  than  those  which  are  now  urging  Englishmen  to 
do  what  may  be  in  their  power  for  the  promotion  of  an  increased 
supply  from  cotton-growing  countries  other  than  the  States  of 
America. 

"Besides  these  reasons  which  apply  to  the  promotion  of  the 
cotton-supply  in  India,  or  in  our  own  West  Indian  islands,  there 
is  one  pecidiar  to  the  case  of  Africa  which  makes  it  important 
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that  DO  opportunities  of  encouraging  the  cotton-growth  of  that 
continent  should  be  neglected.  The  African  supply,  if  ever  it 
become  large,  will  not  only  check  the  rise  in  the  price  of  cotton, 
and  therefore  of  slaves  in  America, — but  it  will  diminish  the 
profits  of  slave  exportation  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  Experience 
has  now  suflSciently  proved  to  us,  that  no  one  agency  has  been  so 
efiective  in  paralyzing  the  slave  trade  as  the  growth  of  any 
branch  of  profitable  industry  which  convinces  the  native  African 
chiefs  that  they  can  get  a  surer  and,  in  the  long  run,  larger 
profit  by  employing  their  subjects  in  peaceful  labor,  than  they 
can  even  get  from  the  large  but  uncertain  gains  of  the  slave 

trade Once  let  the  African   chiefs  find  out,  as  in  many 

instances  they  have  already  found  out,  that  the  sale  of  the 
laborer  can  be  only  a  source  of  profit  once^  while  his  labor  may  be 
a  source  of  constant  and  increasing  profit,  and  we  shall  hear  no 
more  of  their  killing  the  hen  which  may  lay  so  many  golden 
eggs,  for  the  sake  only  of  a  solitary  and  final  prize." 

The  America?},  Missionary^  of  April,  1869,  gives  a  condensed 
statement  of  a  discussion  in  the  British  Parliament,  last  summer, 
in  which  the  condition  of  cotton  culture  in  Africa  was  brought 
out,  and  its  encouragement  strongly  urged  as  a  means  of  sup- 
pressing the  slave  trade,  and  of  increasing  the  supplies  of  that 
commodity  to  the  manufacturera  of  England.  S.  Fitzgerald, 
Under  Secretary  of  State,  said  : 

'^Ho  did  not  scruple  to  say  that,  looking  at  the  papers  which 
he  had  perused,  it  was  to  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  that  we  must 
look  for  that  large  increase  in  our  supply  of  cotton  which  was 
now  becoming  absolutely  necessary,  and  without  which  he  and 
others  who  bad  studied  this  subject  foresaw  grave  consequences 
to  the  most  important  branch  of  the  manufactures  of  this  country. 
Our  consul  at  Lagos  reported : 

"  The  whole  of  the  Yoruba  and  other  countries  south  of  the 
Niger,  with  the  Houssa  and  the  Nufie  countries  on  the  north 
side  of  that  river,  have  been,  from  all  time,  cotton-growing 
countries  ;  and  notwithstanding  the  civil  wars,  ravages,  disorders 
and  disruptions  caused  by  the  slave  trade,  more  than  suflScient 
cotton  to  clothe  their  populations  has  always  been  cultivated,  and 
their  fabrics  have  found  markets  and  a  ready  sale  in  those 
countries  where  the  cotton  plant  is  not  cultivated,  and  into  which 
the  fabrics  of  Manchester  and  Glasgow  have  not  yet  perpetrated. 
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The  cultivation  of  cotton,  therefore,  in  tlie  above-named  countries 
is  not  new  to  the  inhabitants ;  all  that  is  required  is  to  offer  them 
a  market  for  the  sale  of  as  much  as  they  can  cultivate,  and  by 
preventing  the  export  of  slaves  from  the  seaboard  render  some 
security  to  life,  freedom,  property,  and  labor."  Another  of  our 
consuls,  speaking  of  the  trade  in  the  Bight  of  Benin  in  1S56,  said : 

" '  The  readiness  with  which  the  inhabitants  of  the  large  town 
of  Abbeokuta  have  extended  their  cultivation  of  the  cotton  plant 
merits  the  favorable  notice  of  the  manufacturer  and  of  the  philan- 
thropist, as  a  means  of  supplanting  the  slave  trade.' " 

''It  was  worthy  of  notice  that  while  the  quantity  of  cotton  ob- 
tained from  America  between  1784  and  1791,  the  first  seven  years 
of  the  importation  into  this  country  was  only  7-1  bales;  during 
the  years  1855  and  1856  the  town  of  Abbeokutu  alone  exported 
nearly  twenty  times  that  quantity.  He  thought  he  might  fairly 
say  t^at  if  we  succeed  in  repressing  the  slave-trade,  as  he  be- 
lieved we  should,  we  should  in  a  few  years  receive  a  very  large 
supply  of  this  most  important  article  from  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa." 

''  Mr.  J.  H.  Gurney  said  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Thomas 
Olegg,  of  Manchester,  a  few  figures,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
while  in  1852  only  1800  lbs.  of  cotton  had  been  brought  into  Great 
Britain  from  Africa,  in  the  first  five  months  of  the  present  year  it 
was  94,400  lbs. 

''  Mr.  Buxton  said :  '  There  was  no  question  now,  that  any  re- 
quired amount  of  cotton,  equal  to  that  of  New  Orleans  in  quality, 
might  be  obtained.  A  very  short  time  ago  Mr.  Olegg,  of  Man- 
chester, aided  by  the  Rev.  H.  Venn,  and  a  few  other  gentlemen, 
trained  and  sent  out  two  or  three  young  negroes  as  agents  to 
Abbeokuta.  These  young  men  taught  the  natives  to  collect  and 
clean  their  cotton,  and  sent  it  home  to  England.  The  result  was, 
that  the  natives  had  actually  purchased  250  cotton-gins  for  cleaning 
their  cotton.  Mr.  Olegg  stated  that  he  was  in  correspondence  with 
seventy-six  natives  and  other  African  traders,  twenty-two  of  them 
being  chiefs.  With  one  of  them  Mr.  Olegg  had  a  transaction,  by 
which  he  (the  Afirican)  received  £3500.  And  the  amount  of  cot- 
ton received  at  Manchester  had  risen,  hand  over  hand,  till  it  came 
last  year  to  nearly  100,000  lbs.'  Well  might  Mr.  Olegg  say,  that 
this  was  'a  rare  instance  of  the  rapid  development  of  a  particular 
trade,  and  the  more  so  because  every  ounce  of  cotton  had  been 
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collected,  all  labor  performed,  and  the  responsibility  borne  by 
native  Africans  alone.'  The  fact  was,  that  the  West  African 
natives  were  not  mere  savages.  In  trade  no  men  conld  show 
more  energy  and  quickness.  And  a  considerable  degree  of  social 
organization  existed.  He  could  give  a  thousand  proofs  of  this, 
but  he  would  only  quote  a  word  or  two  from  Lieutenant  May's 
despatch  to  Lord  Clarendon,  dated  the  24th  of  November,  1857. 
Lieutenant  May  crossed  overland  from  the  Niger  to  Lagos,  and 
he  says : 

''  A  very  pleasing  and  hopefiil  part  of  my  report  lies  in  the  fact, 
that  certainly  three-quarters  of  the  country  was  under  cultivation. 
Nor  was  this  the  only  evidence  of  the  industry  and  peace  of  the 
country  ;  in  every  hut  is  cotton  spinning;  in  every  town  is  weav- 
ing, dyeing ;  often  iron  smelting,  pottery  works,  and  other  useful 
employments  are  to  be  witnessed ;  while  from  town  to  town,  for 
many  miles,  the  entire  road  presents  a  continuous  file  of  men, 
women,  and  children  carrying  these  articles  of  their  production 
for  sale.  I  entertain  feelings  of  much  increased  respect  for  the 
industry  and  intellect  of  these  people,  and  admiration  for  their 
laws  and  manners." 

"  Lord  Palmerston  said :  '  I  venture  to  say  that  you  will  find  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa  a  most  valuable  supply  of  cotton,  so 
essential  to  the  manufactures  of  this  country.  The  cotton  districts 
of  Africa  are  more  extensive  than  those  of  India.  The  access  to 
them  is  more  easy  than  to  the  Indian  cotton  district ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  your  commerce  with  the  Western  Coast  of  Africa, 
in  the  article  of  cotton,  will,  in  a  few  years,  prove  to  be  far  more 
valuable  than  that  of  any  other  portion  of  the  world,  the  United 
States  alone  excepted.'" 

The  London  Anti-Slavery  He-porter^  as  quoted  by  the  Ameri- 
can Missionary  of  March,  1859,  says : 

'•  A  few  days  ago,  Mr.  Consul  Campbell  addressed  us,  saying : 
'African  cotton  is  no  myth.  A  vessel  has  just  arrived  from 
Lagos  with  607  bales  on  board,  on  native  account.  Several  hun- 
dred bales  more  have  been  previously  shipped  this  year.' 

"  In  order  to  aiford  our  readers  some  idea  of  the  extraordinary 
development  of  this  branch  of  native  African  industry  and  com- 
merce, we  append  a  statement  which  will  exhibit  it  at  a  single 
glance.  We  have  only  to  observe  that  we  are  indebted  to  Mr. 
Thomas  Clegg,  of  Manchester,  for  these  interesting  particulars, 
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and  that  the  quantities  ordered  have  been  obtained  from  Abbeo- 
kata  alone.  He  is  about  to  extend  the  field  of  his  operations. 
Four  Europeans  have  gone  out,  expressly  to  trade  in  native  cot- 
ton ;  and  several  London  houses,  encouraged  by  the  success  which 
has  attended  Mr.  Clegg's  experiment,  are  about  to  invest  largely 
in  the  same  traffic.  The  quantity  of  raw  cotton  which  has  already 
been  imported  into  England,  from  Abbeokuta,  since  1861,  is 
276,236 lbs.,  and  the  trade  has  developed  itself  as  follows: 

1851-52 9Bag8  or  Bales lbs.  1810 

ditto .^ 4617 

ditto .* 1588 

ditto 1651 

ditto 11,492 

ditto 35,419 

ditto 220,099 

"  The  last  importation  includes  advices  from  Lagos  up  to  the 
1st  of  last  November.  Since  that  time,  the  presses  and  other 
machinery  sent  out,  have  been  got  into  full  work,  and  the  quan- 
tity of  the  raw  staple  in  stock  has  rapidly  accumulated,  the  bulk 
shipped  being  on  'native  account.'  Each  bag  or  bale  weighs 
about  120  lbs.  Let  it  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  whole  of  this 
quantity  has  been  collected,  all  the  labor  performed  and  the 
responsibility  borne  by  native  Africans ;  while  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction, Mr.  Clegg  informs  us,  does  not  exceed  one  half-penny  a 
pound  in  the  end.  It  can  be  laid  down  in  England  at  about  4it?. 
a  pound,  and  sells  at  from  7d,  to  9t?." 

The  gii^^at  point  of  interest  in  this  movement  consists  in  the  fact, 
that  in  promoting  the  production  of  cotton  in  Africa,  Englishmen 
are  giving  direct  encouragement  to  the  employment  of  slave  labor. 
It  is  an  undeniable  fact,  that  from  eight-tenths  to  nine-tenths  of 
the  population  of  Africa  are  held  as  slaves  by  the  petty  kings  and 
chiefs ;  and  that,  more  especially,  the  women,  under  the  prevail- 
ing system  of  polygamy,  are  doomed  to  out-doors'  labor  for  the 
support  of  their  indolent  and  sensual  husbands.  Hitherto  the 
labor  of  the  women  has,  in  general,  been  comparatively  light,  as 
the  preparation  of  food  and  clothing  limited  the  extent  of  effort 
required  of  them ;  but  now,  the  cotton  mills  of  England  must  be 
supplied  by  them,  and  the  hum  of  the  spindles  will  sound  the 
knell  of  their  davs  of  ease.     That  we  are  not  alone  in  this  view 
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of  the  question,  will  appear  from  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
American  Missionary^  when  referring  to  this  subject.     It  says : 

*' An  encouraging  feature  in  this  movement  is,  that  the  men 
engaged  in  it  all  feel  that  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  is 
absolutely  essential  to  its  success.  The  necessity  of  this  is  the 
great  burden  of  all  their  arguments  in  its  behalf.  It  thus  acts 
^  with  a  double  force.  There  can  be  no  question  that  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  Africa  will  be  an  effectual  means,  in 
itself,  of  discouraging  the  exportation  of  slaves,  while  at  the  same 
time  those  who  would  encourage  this  development  are  seeking  the 
overthrow  of  that  infamous  traffic  as  the  necessary  removal  of  an 
obstacle  to  their  success. 

"There  is,  however,  one  danger  connected  with  all  this  that 
can  not  be  obviated  by  any  effort  likely  to  be  put  forth  under  the 
stimulus  of  commerce,  or  the  spirit  of  trade.  This  danger  can  be 
averted  only  by  sending  the  missionaries  of  a  pure  gospel,  a 
gospel  of  equal  and  impartial  love,  into  Africa,  in  numbers  com- 
mensurate with  the  increase  of  its  agricultural  resources  and  its 
spirit  of  general  enterprise. 

"The  danger  to  which  we  allude  is  not  merely  that  of  worldli- 
ness,  such  as  in  a  community  always  accompanies  an  increase  of 
wealth,  but  that  the  slavery  now  existing  there  may  be  strength- 
ened and  increased  by  the  rapid  rise  in  the  value  of  labor,  and 
thus  become  so  firmly  rooted  that  the  toil  of  ages  may  be  neces- 
sary for  it  removal.  All  this  might  have  been  prevented  if  the 
spirit  of  Christian  enterprise  had  gone  ahead  of  that  of  commerce, 
and  thus  prepared  the  way  for  putting  commerce  under  the  in- 
fluence of  Christianity.  For  years  Africa  has  been  open  to  the 
missionary  of  the  cross,  to  go  everywhere  preaching  love  to  God 
and  man,  with  nothing  to  hinder  except  the  sickliness  of  the  cli- 
mate. This  evil,  and  the  dangers  arising  from  it,  business  men 
are  willing  to  risk,  and  within  the  next  ten  years  there  will  be 
thousands,  and  tens  of  thousands,  looking  to  Africa  for  the  means 
of  increasing  their  riches." 

From  all  this  it  appears,  that  the  question  of  slavery  is  becom- 
ing more  intimately  blended  with  cotton  culture  than  at  any  for- 
mer period  ;  and  that  the  urgent  demand  for  its  increased  pro- 
duction must  establish  the  system  permanently,  under  the  control 
of  Great  Britain,  in  Africa  itself.  Look  at  the  facts,  and  espe- 
cially at  the  position  of  Great  Britain.    The  supply  of  cotton  is 
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inadequate  to  the  deinandB  of  the  maDnfacturing  nations.  Great 
Britain  stands  far  in  advance  of  all  others  in  the  Quantity  con- 
sumed. The  ratio  of  increased  production  in  the  United  States 
cannot  be  advanced  except  by  a  renewal  of  the  slave  trade,  or  a 
resort  to  the  scheme  of  immigration  on  the  plan  of  England  and 
France.  It  is  thought  by  English  writers,  that  the  renewal  of  the 
slave  trade  by  the  United  States  is  inevitable,  as  a  consequence 
of  the  present  high  prices  of  cotton  and  slaves,  unless  the  slave 
traders  can  be  shut  out  from  the  slave  markets  of  Africa.  They 
assume  it  as  a  settled  principle,  that  the  immigration  system  is 
impracticable  wherever  slavery  exists;  and  that  the  American 
planter  can  only  succeed  in  securing  additional  labor  by  means 
of  the  slave  trade.  Then,  according  to  this  theory,  to  prevent  an 
increased  production  of  cotton  in  the  United  States,  it  is  only 
necessary  to  make  it  impracticable  for  us  to  renew  that  traflBc. 

The  supply  of  cotton  from  India  is  not  on  the  increase,  nor  can 
be,  except  when  prices  rule  high  in  England,  or  until  rail  roads 
shall  be  constructed  into  the  interior,  a  work  requiring  much  time 
and  money.  The  renewal  of  the  slave  trade  by  the  United  States, 
on  a  large  scale,  would,  of  coui'se,  cheapen  cotton  in  the  j)ropor 
tion  of  the  amount  of  labor  supplied.  In  this  view  the  writers 
referred  to  are  correct.  They  are  right  also  in  supposing  that  a 
reduction  below  present  prices,  of  a  cent  or  two  per  pound,  would 
bo  ruinous  to  India  in  the  present  condition  of  her  inland  trans- 
portation. They  desire,  very  naturally,  therefore,  that  prices 
should  be  kept  up  for  the  advantage  of  India,  so  that  its  cotton 
can  bear  export.  But  while  high  prices  benefit  India,  they  also 
enrich  the  American  planter,  and  aflbrd  him  inducements  to 
renew  the  slave  trade. 

Here  Great  Britain  is  thrown  into  a  dilemma.  The  slave  trade 
to  America  must  be  prevented,  in  her  opinion,  or  it  will  ruin  the 
East  Indies.  To  prevent  the  renewal  of  this  traffic — to  keep  np 
the  price  of  cotton  as  long  as  may  be  necessary,  for  the  benefit  of 
India,  and  prevent  a  supply  of  African  slaves  from  reaching  the 
American  planter— ^is  a  problem  that  requires  more  than  an  ordi- 
nary amount  of  skill  to  solve.  That  skill,  if  it  exists  any  where, 
is  possessed  by  British  statesmen,  and  they  are  now  employed  in 
the  execution  of  this  difficult  task.  Tliey  are  convinced  that  free 
labor  cannot  be  found,  at  this  moment,  any  where  in  the  world, 
to  meet  the  growing  demands  for  cotton.     To  supply  this  increas- 
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ing  demand,  a  new  element  must  be  brought  into  requisition  ;  or 
rather  old  elements  must  be  employed  anew.  Her  cotton  spin- 
dles must  not  cease  to  whir,  or  millions  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  will  stanre  at  home,  or  be  forced  into  emigration,  to  the 
weakening  of  her  strength.  The  old  sources  of  supply  being 
inadequate,  a  new  field  of  operations  must  be  opened  up — new 
forces  must  be  brought  into  requisition  in  the  cultivation  of  cot- 
ton. Slave  labor  and  free  labor,  both  combined,  are  not  now  able 
to  furnish  the  quantity  needed.  Free  labor  cannot  be  increased, 
at  present,  in  this  department  of  production.  Slave  labor,  there- 
fare,  is  the  only  means  left  by  which  the  work  can  be  accom- 
plished— not  slave  labor  to  the  extent  now  employed,  but  to  the 
extent  to  which  it  may  be  increased  from  the  ranks  of  the  scores 
of  millions  of  the  population  of  Africa. 

This  is  the  true  state  of  the  caise ;  and  the  important  question 
now  agitated  is :  Who  shall  have  the  advantages  of  this  labor  ? 
Two  fields,  only,  present  themselves  in  which  this  additional  labor 
can  be  employed — Africa  and  America.  Great  Britain  is  deeply 
interested  in  limiting  it  to  Africa,  which  she  can  only  do  by  pre- 
venting a  renewal  of  the  slave  trade  to  America :  for  she  takes  it 
for  granted  that  we  will  renew  the  slave  trade  if  we  can  make  money 
by  the  operation.  South  Africa  is  unavailable  for  this  purpose,  as  it 
is  under  British  rule,  and  slavery  abolished  within  its  limits  by  law. 
Nothing  can  be  done  there,  as  it  is  filling  up  with  English  emi- 
grants who  will  not  toil,  under  a  burning  sun,  in  the  cotton  fields ; 
and  they  can  not  be  permitted  to  reduce  the  natives  again  to 
slavery.  West  Africa  alone,  affords  the  climate,  soil,  and  popu- 
lation, necessary  to  success  in  cotton  culture.  To  this  point  the 
attention  of  Englishmen  is  now  mainly  directed.  One  feature  in 
the  civil  condition  of  West  Africa  must  be  specially  noticed,  as 
adapting  it  to  the  purposes  to  which  it  is  to  be  devoted.  The 
territory  has  not  been  seized  by  the  British  crown,  as  in  South 
Africa,  and  British  law  does  not  bear  rule  within  its  limits.  The 
tribes  are  treated  as  independent  sovereignties,  and  are  governed 
by  their  own  customs  and  laws.  This  is  fortunate  for  the  new 
policy  now  inaugurating,  as  the  native  chiefs  and  kings  hold  the 
population  at  large  as  slaves.  Heretofore  they  have  sold  their 
slaves  at  will,  as  well  as  their  captives  taken  in  war,  to  the  slave 
traders.  Now  they  are  to  be  taught  a  different  policy  by  English- 
men ;  and  the  African  slaveholders  are  to  be  convinced  that  they 
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will  make  more  money  by  employing  their  slaves  in  growing 
cotton,  than  in  selling  them  to  be  carried  off  to  the  American 
planters.  This  done,  and  the  transportation  of  laborers  to  the 
United  States  will  be  prevented.  This  will  ptft  it  out  of  the 
power  of  our  planters  to  increase  their  production  of  cotton  so 
as  to  reduce  prices ;  and  this  will  enable  India  to  complete  her 
rail  roads,  so  as  to  be  able  to  compete  with  American  cotton  at 
any  price  whatever. 

But  this  new  policy,  if  successfiil,  will  do  more  than  stop  the 
slave  trade,  to  the  supposed  injury  of  the  American  ph 
England  will  thereby  have  the  benefit  of  the  labor  of  Ai 
secured  to  herself.  With  its  scores  of  millions  of  population 
under  her  direction,  she  hopes  to  compete  with  American  slavery 
in  the  production  of  cotton ;  and  not  only  to  compete  with  it, 
but  to  surpass  it  altogether,  and,  in  time,  to  render  it  so  profitless 
as  to  force  emancipation  upon  us.  She  will  there  have  access  to 
a  population  ten  fold  greater  than  that  of  the  slave  populatipn  of 
the  United  States ;  and  the  only  doubt  of  success  exists  in  the 
question,  as  to  whether  the  negro  master  in  Africa  can  make  the 
slave  work  as  well  there  as  the  white  master  in  America  has 
done  here. 

But  how  shall  England,  in  this  measure,  preserve  her  "  tradi- 
tional policy,"  in  which  she  pledged  herself  no  longer  to  cherish 
slave  labor.  This  will  be  very  easily  done.  She  need  not 
authorize  slavery  in  Western  Afi-ica;  but  as  it  already  exists 
among  all  the  tribes  "by  local  law,"  she  has  only  to  recognize 
their  independence,  and  bargain  with  the  chiefs  for  all  the  cotton 
they  can  force  their  slaves  to  produce.  This  has  already  been 
done,  by  Englishmen,  at  several  points  in  Africa,  and  will  doubt- 
less be  resorted  to  in  many  other  portions  of  that  country.  The 
moral  responsibility  of  establishing  slavery  permanently  in  Africa, 
will  thus  be  thrown  upon  the  chiefs  and  kings,  as  it  has  hereto- 
fore been  upon  the  American  planter;  and  Great  Britain  can 
reap  all  the  advantages  of  the  increased  production  of  slave  labor 
cotton,  while  her  moralists  can  easily  satisfy  the  conscience  of 
the  people  at  home,  by  declaiming  against  the  system  which 
secures  to  them  their  bread. 
/  Here  now  the  policy  of  British  statesmen  can  be  comprehended, 
V  They  must  have  cotton.  The  products  of  free  labor  would  be 
preferred,  but  as  it  can  not  be  had,  in  suflScient  quantities,  the^ 
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must  take  that  of  slave  labor.  To  allow  the  American  planter  to 
supply  this  want,  by  renewing  the  slave  trade,  wonld  ruin  India 
and  benefit  America.  To  save  India,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to 
secure  the  cotton  demanded  by  the  manufacturers,  slavery  is  to 
be  encouraged  in  Africa ;  and  this  is  to  be  done  as  a  means  not 
only  of  preventing  the  slave  trade,  and  checking  the  extension  of 
slavery  in  America,  but  of  multiplying  the  fields  of  cotton  culti- 
vation— a  policy  very  essential  to  the  wants  of  the  British  nation. 
Thus,  slavery  is  to  be  promoted  in  Africa  as  an  efiectual  means 
of  checking  it  in  America ;  it  is  to  be  converted  into  a  blessing 
diere,  and  made  instrumental  in  wiping  out  its  curse  here  t  / 

And  this,  now,  is  the  result  of  England's  philanthropic  efforts 
for  Afidcan  freedom.  Her  economical  errors,  in  West  Indian 
emancipation,  are  to  be  repaired  by  the  permanent  establishment 
of  slavery  in  Africa !  But  what  must  be  the  practical  moral 
effect  of  her  policy  ?  What  must  be  the  opinion  entertained  of 
the  negro  race,  when  Oreat  Britain  abandons  her  policy  in  refer- 
ence to  them  ?  This  is  not  hard  to  divine.  It  will  wipe  out  the 
odium  she  has  managed  to  cast  upon  the  system ;  and,  so  far  as 
her  example  is  concerned,  will  justify  the  American  planter  in 
refusing  to  emancipate  his  slaves.  Her  conduct  is  a  practical 
acknowledgment  of  the  Southern  theory  of  the  African  race — 
that  slavery  is  their  normal  condition,  otherwise  she  must  have 
adopted  the  same  policy  in  West  Africa  that  she  has  in  South 
Africa. 

But  before  closing  this  part  of  our  investigations,  it  may  be 
well  to  examine  the  claims  of  Oreat  Britain  in  relation  to  her 
humanity  towards  the  African,  or  any  of  the  inferior  races 
doomed  to  lives  of  toil — such  as  the  coolies  of  India  and  the 
laborers  of  China. 

The  contest  for  the  advantages  of  supplying  the  increasing  de- 
mands for  cotton,  is  between  Great  Britain  operating  in  India  and 
Africa,  and  the  American  planter  operating  by  an  increased 
amount  of  labor  furnished  by  means  of  the  slave  trade.  The 
contest  between  the  parties  may  be  imagined  as  assuming  this 
form:  A  portion  of  the  American  planters  insist,  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  manage  this  matter ;  but  Great  Britain  says, 
nay:  my  subjects  can  do  it  better  than  you  can.  You  Ameri- 
cans are  governed  by  mercenary  motives :  we  Britons  by  philan- 
thropic intentions.    You  Americans  have  made  no  sacrifices  for 
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the  cause  of  humanity :.  we  Britons  have  emancipated  our  West 
India  slaves. 

Aye,  aye,  replies  the  American  planter;  we  understand  all 
about  the  humanity  of  which  you  boast  Your  special  type  of 
philanthropy  is  folly  displayed  in  the  history  of  your  West  Indies. 
Look  at  it.  The  total  importation  of  slaves  from  Africa  into 
your  West  Indian  Islands,  was  1,700,000  persons ;  of  whom  and 
their  descendants,  in  1833,  only  660,000  remained  for  emanci- 
pation ;  we  had  less  than  400,000  imported  Africans,  of  whom 
and  their  descendants  there  existed  among  us,  in  1850,  more  than 
3,600,000  persons  of  African  descent ;  that  is  to  say,  the  number 
of  Africans  and  their  descendants  in  the  United  States,  is  nearly 
eight  or  ten  to  one  of  those  that  were  imported,  whilst  in  the 
British  West  Indies  there  are  not  two  persons  remaining  for  every 
five  imported.*  And  besides,  we  have  500,000  free  colored  per- 
sons among  us,  a  number  nearly  equal  to  that  which  your  eman- 
cipation act  set  at  liberty,  and  more  than  the  whole  number  im- 
ported. Your  slavery  seems  to  have  been  a  system  of  wholesale 
slaughter :  ours  the  reverse. 

All  true,  says  Britain :  but  then  we  have  ceased  to  do  evil,  and 
are  learning  to  do  well.  We  found  "  that  slavery  was  bearing  our 
colonies  down  to  ruin  with  awful  speed ;  that  had  it  lasted  but 
another  half  century,  they  must  have  sunk  beyond  recovery. "f 

What  1  says  the  planter ;  sunk  beyond  recovery  !  why,  we  find 
our  slaves  rapidly  increasing,  and  ourselves  almost  ^^made  oi 
gold."  Be  pleased  to  explain,  why  slavery  in  the  hands  of  En- 
glishmen should  be  so  destructive,  while  with  the  American  it  is 
not  only  profitable  to  the  slaveholder  himself,  but  the  comfort  of 
the  slaves  has  been  so  well  secured,  from  the  first,  that  their 
natural  increase  has  been  about  equal  to  that  of  any  other  people 
in  the  foil  enjoyment  of  the  necessaries  of  life. 

Certainly,  says  Britain :  having  done  our  duty,  we  are  free  to 
confess,  that  "  what  gave  the  death  blow  to  slavery,  in  the  minds 
of  English  statesmen,  was  the  population  returns,  which  showed 
the  fact,  '  the  appalling  fact,'  that  although  only  eleven  out  of  the 
eighteen  islands  had  sent  them  in,  yet  in  those  eleven  islands  the 
slaves  had  decreased  in  twelve  years,  by  no  less  than  60,219, 


*  OompeDdium  of  United  States  Oensua,  1850. 
t  Mr.  C.  Buxton,  in  Edinburgh  Review^  April,  1859. 
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namely:  from  568,194  to  497,975!*  Had  similar  returns  been 
procured  from  the  other  seven  colonies  (including  Mauritius,  An- 
tigua, Barbadoes,  and  Granada,)  the  decrease  must  have  been 
little,  if  at  all,  less  than  100,000  1  Now  it  was  plain  to  every 
one  that  if  this  were  really  so,  the  system  could  not  last.  The 
driest  economist  would  allow  that  it  would  not  pay,  to  let  the 
working  classes  be  slaughtered.  To  work  the  laboring  men  of 
onr  West  Indies  to  death,  might  bring  in  a  good  return  for  a 
while,  but  could  not  be  a  profitable  enterprise  in  the  long  run. 
Accordingly,  this  was  the  main,  we  had  almost  said  the  only,  topic 
of  the  debates  on  slavery  in  1831  and  1832.  Is  slavery  causing  a 
general  massacre  of  the  working  classes  in  our  sugar  islands,  or 
is  it  not,  was  a  question  worth  debating,  in  the  pounds,  shillings, 
aod  pence  view,  as  well  as  in  the  moral  one.  And  debated  it  was, 
long  and  fiercely.  The  result  was  the  frill  establishment  of  the 
dreadfiil  fact.  The  slaves,  as  Mr.  Marryatt  said,  were  '  dying  like 
rotten  sheep.'  Whatever  then  may  be  said  for  West  Indian 
slavery,  this  damning  thing  must  be  said  of  it,  that  the  slaves 
loere  dying  of  it.  Then  came  emancipation."t  And  in  per- 
forming this  act — in  demonstrating  to  the  world  the  destructive 
character  of  slavery — Englishmen  expected  America  to  follow 
their  example,  and  to  emancipate  her  slaves  also. 

And  thereby  deceived  yourselves,  says  the  planter,  into  the 
min  of  your  islands,  without  effecting  any  good  for  the  Afri- 
cans at  large,  and  but  little  for  those  upon  whom  your  bounties 
were  bestowed.     And,  then,  we  cannot  see  the  vastness  of  your 
philanthropy,  in  allowing  such  destructive  cruelties  to  prevail  so 
long,  and  in  only  emancipating  your  slaves  when  it  was  apparent 
they  must  soon  become  extinct  under  the  lash,  as  applied  by  the 
hands  of  Britons.     We  know  that  you  claimed  that  slavery  was 
the  same  everywhere,  and  that  humane  men  in  our  country  were 
deceived  into  the  belief  that  American  slavery  was  as  ruinous  to 
life  as  British  West  Indian  slavery.     We  know  that  the  elder 
Mr.  Buxton,  in  1831,  used  this  language,  *' where  the  blacks  are 
free  they  increase.     But  let  there  be  a  change  in  only  one  cir- 


*  Parliamentary  Papers,  Population  Returns  for  the  West  Indies,  (of  course 
the  decrease  by  manumission  is  not  included.) 

t  Mr.  C.  Buxton,  in  Edinburgh  BevieWj  April,  1859,  from  which  these  ex- 
acts are  made. 
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cumstance,  let  the  population  be  the  same  in  every  respect,  only 
let  them  be  slaves  instead  of  freemen,  and  the  current  is  imme- 
diately stopped ; "  and,  in  support  of  this,  his  biographer  adds : 
"  This  appalling  fact  was  never  denied,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
abolition  of  the  slave  trade,  the  number  of  slaves  in  the  West 
Indies  was  800,000 ;  in  1830  it  was  700,000  ;  that  is  to  say,  in 
twenty-three  years  it  had  diminished  by  100,000."*  This  asser- 
tion, that  slavery  is  always  destructive  of  life,  was  made  by  Mr. 
Buxton,  in  the  face  of  the  fact,  that  ten  distinct  sets  of  our  Ceiisus 
tables  were  then  accessible  to  him,  in  each  one  of  which  he  had 
the  evidence  that  American  slavery,  instead  of  reducing  the  num- 
ber of  our  slave  population,  tended  to  its  rapid  increase.  From 
this  and  kindred  acts  of  that  gentleman,  we  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion, that,  though  he  might  be  very  benevolent,  he  was  not  very 
truthful ;  and  was,  therefore,  a  very  unsafe  guide  to  follow,  as  you 
must  now  acknowledge ;  unsafe,  because  your  emancipation  on  a 
smalt  scale,  before  securing  a  general  emancipation  by  other 
countries,  has  thrown  you  under  the  necessity  of  now  attempting 
to  establish  slavery  elsewhere  on  a  large  scale ;  unsafe,  because 
your  negro  population  have  not  made  half  the  moral  progress 
under  freedom,  that  ours  have  done  under  slavery  ;  and  because, 
that,  where  cultivation  has  depended  upon  the  emancipated  negro 
alone,  with  a  single  exception,  the  islands  have  almost  gone  to 
ruin.f 

You  misinterpret  facts,  says  Britain:  our  islands  are  not 
ruined ;  no,  by  no  means.  Under  slavery  they  would  have  been 
totally  ruined ;  but  emancipation  has  placed  them  in  a  position 
favorable  to  a  full  development  of  all  their  resources.  "  It  is  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  influx  of  free  labor  is  exactly  one  of 
those  advantages  of  which  a  land  is  debarred  by  slavery.  It  is  a 
pait  of  the  cm'se  of  slavery  that  it  repels  the  freeman.  When  we 
are  told  that  to  judge  of  the  effect  of  emancipation  we  must  exclude 
those  colonies  that  imported  coolies,  we  reply  at  once  that  this 
useful  importation  has  been  one  of  the  many  blessings  that. free- 
dom has  brought  in  her  train.  "J 

I  understand  your  views  now,  says  the  planter :  but  for  eman- 


*  North  British  Review^  August,  1848. 

t  This  point  will  be  examined  more  fully  in  a  subsequent  chapter. 

\  Mr.  C.  Buxton,  in  Edinburgh  Review ^  April,  1859. 
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cipation,  your  colonies  would  have  sunk  to  irretrievable  destmction. 
That  measure  has  prepared  the  way  for  the  coolie  system ;  and 
under  its  operations  the  prosperity  of  your  islands  is  on  the  in- 
crease. But  what  is  the  character  of  this  coolie  system,  that  is 
working  such  wond^^  ?  In  what  does  it  differ  from  the  slave 
trade,  of  which  you  desire  to  deprive  us  ?  And  what  must  be  its 
effects  upon  the  colored  population,  which  have  received  their 
freedom  at  your  hands,  a^^d  whose  moral  elevation  your  Christian 
missionaries  are  laboring  to  promote  ?  On  this  point  I  would  not 
multiply  testimony.  The  character  of  the  coolie  traffic  is  but  too 
well  understood,  and  is  now  believed  by  all  intelligent  men  to  be 
the  slave  trade  in  disguise.  A  writer,  representing  the  anti- 
slavery  society  of  Great  Britain,  makes  these  statements.* 

^^I  am  prepared  to  show,  that  fraud,  misrepresentation,  and 
actual  violence  are  the  constituent  elements  of  the  immigration  sys- 
tem, even  as  it  is  now  conducted,  and  that  no  vigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  government  which  superintends  its  prosecution  can  prevent 
the  abuses  incidental  to  it In  China,  especially,  this  is  noto- 
riously the  case,  and  I  refer  you  to  Sir  John  Bowring's  despatches 
on  Immigration  from  China,  for  the  fullest  revelations.  I  need 
only  add,  that  he  designates  the  Chinese  coolie  traffic  as  being  in 
every  essential  particular  ^  as  bad  as  the  African  slave  trade,'  and 

that  he  recommends  its  entire  prohibition The  mortality 

during  the  sea-voyage  is  so  great,  that  the  Emigration  Commis- 
sioners declare  ^  these  results  to  be  shocking  to  humanity,  and  dis- 
graceful to  the  manner  in  which  the  traffic  is  carried  on.'  I  beg 
to  call  your  special  attention  to  the  term  '  traffic,'  and  to  refer  you 
for  particulars  of  the  mortality,  to  the  Emigration  Commis- 
sioners' Report  for  1858.  They  may  be  briefly  summarised.  Du- 
ring the  season  1856-57  the  deaths  at  sea  amounted  to  IT./A  per 
cent,  on  4,094  coolies  shipped  from  Calcutta — a  rate  which,  if 
computed  for  the  whole  year,  instead  of  90  days,  the  term  of  the 
voyage,  would  average  upwards  of  70  per  cent.  The  rate  of  mor- 
tality on  shipments  of  Chinese  bound  to  British  Ouiana,  varied 

from  14  per  cent,  to  50 On  shipments  of  Chinese  bound  to 

Havanna,  on  board  British  vessels,  the  death-rate  fluctuated  be- 
tween 20  per  cent,  and  60.  Yet,  sir,  immigration  is  said,  by  its 
advocates,  to  be  now  conducted  on  an  improved  system We 

*  Lcmdm  Economist,  Feb.  12,  1859. 
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oome  now  to  the  treatment  of  the  coolie,  as  soon  as  he  is  dis- 
charged from  the  ship.  There  is  no  oflBcial  evidence,  that  I  am 
yet  aware  of,  to  show  what  abuses  of  authority  he  is  subjected  to, 
but  the  Jamaica  Immigration  Bill,  now  awaiting  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  proves  that  the  imported  laborer  is, 
during  his.  term  of  service,  subject  to  conditions  quite  incompat- 
ible with  a  system  of  free  labor,  and  the  same  remark  applies  to 
other  colonies.  That  the  immigrants  are  liable  to  ill  usage  and 
neglect,  may  be  gathered  from  the  reports  of  travelers  who  have 
seen  them  in  every  stage  of  destitution  and  misery ;  and  that  they 
are  peculiarly  affected  by  the  kind  of  service  they  contract  to 
render,  and  by  climate,  is  suflSciently  proved  by  the  awftil  mor- 
tality during  industrial  residence,  which  we  are  assured  the  Immi- 
gration Agent  General's  returns  for  Jamaica  show  to  be  equal  to 
60  per  cent.  Sir  E.  B.  Lytton  admits  it  to  be  33  per  cent.  But 
if  we  accept  his  correction — which  I  confess  I  am  not  prepared 
to  do  without  knowing  upon  what  evidence  he  makes  it — ^I  main- 
tain that  even  this  death-rate  establishes  the  startling  fact,  that 
coolie  labor  in  Jamaica  is  proportionately  more  destructive  to 
human  life  than  slave  labor  in  Cuba." 

On  the  question  of  the  influence  that  the  coolie  immigration 
exerts  upon  the  emancipated  blacks  in  the  West  Indies,  the  Edi- 
tor of  the  London  Economist  very  justly  remarks : 

"Bringing  with  them  depraved  heathen  habits,  and  the  detest- 
able traditions  of  the  worst  forms  of  idolatry,  and  always  look- 
ing forward  to  their  return  as  the  epoch  when  they  will  renew 
their  heathen  worship  and  find  themselves  again  among  heathen 
standards  of  action, — they  are  almost  proof  against  the  best  in- 
fluences which  can  be  brought  to  bear  upon  them,  and,  what  is 
worse,  they  are  not  only  proof  against  the  good,  but  missionaries 
for  evil.  They  are  closely  associated  in  their  labor  with  a  race 
that  is  just  emerging  out  of  barbarism  with  the  fostering  care  of 
Christianity,  and  we  need  not  say  that  their  social  influence  on 
such  a  race  is  deteriorating  in  the  extreme.  The  diflBculty  would 
be  indefinitely  diminished,  were  the  new  immigrants  a  perma- 
nent addition  to  the  population.  By  careful  regulations  for  that 
purpose,  they  might,  in  that  case,  be  subdued  by  the  higher  in- 
fluences of  their  English  teachers ;  but  the  prospect  of  speedy 
restoration  to  the  country  and  habits  of  their  birth,  entirely  foils 
such  attempts  as  these.      How  far  this  great  difficulty  can  be 
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overcome ;  and  if  it  cannot,  how  far  it  may  more  than  balance 
the  moral  and  physical  advantages  of  a  fnller  labor  market, — it 
requires  the  most  careful  inquiry  to  determine."  Here  now  are 
four  distinct  points  upon  which  the  testimony  shows,  conclusively, 
that  the  coolie  system  is  worse  than  ever  the  slave  trade  has  been 
represented  to  be ;  and  that  as  the  slave  trade  is  opposed  on  the 
ground  of  the  destruction  of  human  life  which  attends  it,  so  the 
coolie  system  should  be  abandoned  upon  the  same  grounds.  The 
points  are  these:  1st,  the  frauds  and  cruelties  incident  to  the 
procuring  of  immigrants ;  2d,  the  mortality  during  the  middle 
passage ;  3d,  the  mortality  in  the  islands  where  they  are  employed ; 
4th,  the  influence  of  the  heathen  coolies  in  demoralizing  the 
emancipated  blacks  among  whom  they  are  intermingled.  These 
points  demand  serious  consideration  by  Britons,  as  well  aa 
Americans — ^by  those  who  would  reopen  the  slave  trade,  as 
well  as  those  who  would  substitute  for  that  traffic  the  immigra- 
tion  system. 

And  now,  in  conclusion,  says  the  planter,  I  must  beg  to  demur 
to  Britain's  claiming  a  monopoly  of  all  the  philanthropy  in  the 
world  toward  the  African  race;  and  upon  that  claim  founding 
another  which,  if  granted,  will  secure  to  her  the  monopoly  of  all 
the  labor  of  Africa  itself;  and  I  would  beg,  further,  that  myself 
and  my  fellow  planters  may  be  excused,  if  we  cannot  see  any 
thing  more  in  all  her  movements  than  a  determination  to  have  a 
fall  supply  of  cotton,  even  at  the  risk  of  dooming  Africa  to 
become  one  vast  slave  plantation. 

While  a  faithful  view  of  the  plans  and  expectations  of  the 
British,  in  relation  to  the  production  of  cotton  in  Africa,  has  been 
presented,  it  would  be  doing  injustice  to  the  reader  not  to  give  a 
few  fSfu^ts,  in  closing,  which  indicate  that  their  success,  after  all, 
may  not  equal  their  anticipations.  The  Rev.  T.  J.  Bowen,*  says 
of  African  cotton  generally,  that  ^4he  staple  is  good,  but  the 
yield  can  not  be  more  than  one-fourth  of  what  it  was  on  similar 
lands  in  the  Southern  States ;"  and  of  Yoruba,  in  particular,  he 
says,  that  ^^  both  upland  aud  sea  island  cotton  are  planted ;  but 
neither  produces  very  well,  owing  to  the  extreme  and  constant 
heat  of  the  climate."  Of  this,  Mr.  Bowen,  who  is  a  native  of 
Georgia,  must  be  regarded  as  a  good  judge.    He  spent  six  years 

*  See  African  Btpontory,  October,  1859. 
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as  a  missionary  of  the  Baptist  Church  in  exploring  the  Abbeokuta 
and  Yoruba  country.  This  cause  of  short  crops  in  Yoruba  is 
evidently  incurable.  It  does  not  exist  in  equal  force  in  Liberia . 
and  its  vicinity.  Mr.  Bowen  saysr  "The  average  in  the  dry 
season  is  about  80  degrees  at  Ijaye,  and  82  at  Ogbomoshaw,  and 
a  few  degrees  lower  during  the  rains.  I  have  never  known  the 
mercury  to  rise  higher  than  93  degrees  in  the  shade,  at  Ijaye. 
The  highest  reading  at  Ogbomoshaw  was  97.5."  These  places 
are  from  100  to  150  miles  inland.* 

Another  remark.  The  confidence  with  which  it  is  asserted, 
that  immigration  is  impracticable  as  a  means  of  obtaining  labor, 
wherever  slavery  prevails,  will  remind  the  reader  of  another 
theory  to  which  Englishmen  long  tried  to  make  us  converts :  that 
slave  labor  is  necessarily  unprofitable  and  should  be  abandoned 
on  economical  grounds.  Now  they  are  forced  to  admit  that  our 
planters  seem  to  "be  made  of  gold."  Perhaps  these  same 
planters  can  use  immigrant  labor  as  successfully  as  slave  labor. 
If  necessary,  doubtless,  they  will  make  the  attempt,  notwithstand- 
ding  the  opinions  entertained  beyond  the  sea. 

*  See  African  BeposUory,  October,  1859. 
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CHAPTER  XIII. 

Rationale  of  the  Kansas-Nebraska  movement — Western  Agriculturists  merely 
Feeders  of  Slaves — Dry  goods  and  groceries  nearly  all  of  Slave  labor  origin 
— Value  of  Imports — How  paid  for — Planters  pay  for  more  than  three- 
fourths — Slavery  intermediate  between  Commerce  and  Agriculture — Slavery 
not  self-sustaining — Supplies  from  the  North  essential  to  its  success — Proxi- 
mate extent  of  these  supplies — Slavery  the  central  power  of  the  industrial 
interests  depending  on  Manufactures  and  Commerce — Abolitionism  con- 
tributing to  this  result — Protection  prostrate — Free  Trade  dominants— The 
South  triumphant — Country  ambitious  of  territorial  aggrandizement — The 
world's  peace  disturbed—our  policy  needs  modifying  to  meet  contingencies- 
Defeat  of  Mr.  Clay — War  with  Mexico— Results  unfavorable  to  renewal  of 
Protective  policy — ^Dominant  political  party  at  the  North  gives  its  adhesion 
to  Free  Trade — Leading  Abolition  paper  does  the  same — Ditches  on  the 
wrong  side  of  breastworks — Inconsistency — Free  Trade  the  main  element  in 
extending  Slavery — ^Abolition  United  States  Senators'  voting  with  the  South 
— ^North  thus  shorn  of  its  power — Home  Market  supplied  by  Slavery — People 
acquiesce — Despotism  and  Freedom — Preservation  of  the  Union  paramount 
— Colored  people  must  wait  a  little — Slavery  triumphant^^People  at  large 
powerless — Necessity  of  severing  the  Slavery  question  from  politics — Coloni- 
zation the  only  hope — ^Abolitionism  prostrate— Admissions  on  this  pointy  by 
Parker,  Sumner,  Campbell — Other  dangers  to  be  averted — Election  of  Speaker 
Banks  a  Free  Trade  triumph — ^Neutrality  necessary — Liberia  the  colored 
man's  hope. 

Fbom  what  has  been  said,  the  dullest  intellect  can  not  fail,  now, 
to  perceive  the  rationale  of  the  Kansas-Nebraska  movement. 
The  political  influence  which  these  Territories  will  give  to  the 
South,  if  secured,  will  be  of  the  first  importance  to  perfect  its 
arrangements  for  future  slavery  extension — whether  by  divisions 
of  the  larger  States  and  Territories,  now  secured  to  the  institu- 
tion, its  extension  into  territory  hitherto  considered  free, -or  the 
acquisition  of  new  territory  to  be  devoted  to  the  system,  so  as  to 
preserve  the  balance  of  power  in  Congress.  When  this  is  done, 
Kansas  and  Nebraska,  like  Kentucky  and  Missouri,  will  be  of 
little  consequence  to  slaveholders,  compared  with  the  cheap  and 
constant  supply  of  provisions  they  can  yield.  Nothing,  therefore, 
will  so  exactly  coincide  with  Southern  interests,  as  a  rapid  emi- 
gration of  freemen  into  these  new  Territories.  White  free  labor, 
doubly  productive  over  slave  labor  in  grain-growing,  must  be 
multiplied  within  their  limits,  that  the  cost  of  provisions  may  be 
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reduced  and  the  extension  of  slavery  and  the  growth  of  cotton 
Buffer  no  interruption.  The  present  efforts  to  plant  them  with 
slavery,  are  indispensable  to  produce  sufficient  excitement  to  fill 
them  speedily  with  a  free  population ;  and  if  this  whole  move- 
ment has  been  a  Southern  scheme  to  cheapen  provisions,  and 
increase  the  ratio  of  the  production  of  sugar  and  cotton,  as  it 
most  unquestionably  will  do,  it  surpasses  the  statesman-like  strat- 
egy which  forced  the  people  into  an  acquiescence  in  the  annexa- 
tion of  Texas. 

And  should  the  anti-slavery  voters  succeed  in  gaining  the 
political  ascendency  in  these  Territories,  and  bring  them  as  free 
States  triumphantly  into  the  Union  ;  what  can  they  do,  but  turn 
in,  as  all  the  rest  of  the  Western  States  have  done,  and  help  to 
feed  slaves,  or  those  who  manufacture  or  who  sell  the  products  of 
the  labor  of  slaves.  There  is  no  other  resource  left,  either  to 
them  or  to  the  older  free  States,  without  an  entire  change  in 
almost  every  branch  of  business  and  of  domestic  economy.  Header, 
look  at. your  bills  of  dry  goods  for  the  year,  and  what  do  they 
contain  ?  At  least  three-fourths  of  the  amount  are  French,  En- 
glish, or  American  cotton  fabrics,  woven  from  slave  labor  cotton. 
Look  at  your  bills  for  groceries,  and  what  do  they  contain? 
Coffee,  sugar,  molasses,  rice — from  Brazil,  Cuba,  Louisiana, 
Carolina ;  while  only  a  mere  fraction  of  them  are  from  free  labor 
countries.  As  now  employed,  our  dry  goods'  merchants  and 
grocers  constitute  an  immense  army  of  agents  for  the  sale  of 
fabrics  and  products  coming,  directly  or  indirectly,  from  the  hand 
of  the  slave ;  and  all  the  remaining  portion  of  the  people,  free 
colored,  as  well  as  white,  are  exerting  themselves,  according  to 
their  various  capacities,  to  gain  the  means  of  purchasing  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  these  commodities.  Nor  can  the  coun- 
try, at  .present,  by  any  possibility,  pay  Ihe  amount  of  foreign  goods 
consumed,  but  by  the  labor  of  the  slaves  of  the  planting  States. 
This  can  not  be  doubted  for  a  moment.    Here  is  the  proof: 

Commerce  supplied  us,  in  1853,  with  foreign  articles,  for  con- 
sumption, to  the  value  of  $250,420,187,  and  accepted,  in  ex- 
change, of  our  provisions,  to  the  value  of  but  $33,809,126 ; 
while  the  products  of  our  slave  labor,  manufactured  and  unmanu- 
factured, paid  to  the  amount  pf  $133,648,603,  on  the  balance  of 
this  foreign  debt.  This,  then,  is  the  measure  of  the  ability  of  the 
Farmers  and  Planters,  respectively,  to  meet  the  payment  of  the 
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necessaries  and  comforts  of  life,  supplied  to  the  country  by  iti 
foreign  commerce.  The  farmer  pays,  or  seems  only  to  pay, 
$33,800,000,  while  the  planter  has  a  broad  credit,  on  the  ac- 
count, of  $133,600,000. 

This  was  true  in  1853 :  is  it  so  in  1859?  The  amounts  are  not 
now  the  same,  but  the  proportions  have  not  varied  materially. 
Reference  to  Table  VUI,  in  the  Appendix,  will  show,  that  while 
the  provisions  exported,  for  the  three  years  preceding  1859, 
amounted  to  a  yearly  average  of  $67,512,812,  the  value  of  the 
cotton  and  tobacco  exported,  during  the  same  period,  amounted 
to  an  annual  average  of  $147,079,647. 

But  is  this  seeming  productiveness  of  slavery  real,  or  is  it  only 
imaginary?  Has  the  system  such  capacities,  over  the  other 
industrial  interests  of  the  nation,  in  the  creation  of  wealth,  as 
these  figures  indicate  ?  Or,  are  these  results  due  to  its  interme- 
diate position  between  the  agriculture  of  the  country  and  its  for- 
eign commerce?  These  are  questions  worthy  of  consideration. 
Were  the  planters  left  to  grow  their  own  provisions,  they  would, 
as  already  intimated,  be  unable  to  produce  any  cotton  for  export. 
That  their  present  ability  to  export  so  extensively,  is  in  conse- 
quence of  the  aid  they  receive  from  the  North,  is  proved  by  facts 
such  as  these : 

In  1820,  the  cotton-gin  had  been  a  quarter  of  a  century  in 
operation,  and  the  culture  of  cotton  was  then  nearly  as  well 
understood  as  at  present..  The  North,  though'  furnishing  the 
South  with  some  live  stock,  had  scarcely  begun  to  supply  it  with 
provisions,  and  the  planters  had  to  grow  the  food,  and  manufac- 
ture much  of  the  clothing  for  their  slaves.  In  that  year  the  cot- 
ton crop  equaled  109  lbs.  to  each  slave  in  the  Union,  of  which 
83  lbs.  per  slave  were  exported.  In  1830  the  exports  of  the 
article  had  risen  to  143  lbs.,  in  1840  to  295  lbs.,  and  in  1853  to 
337  lbs.  per  slave.  The  total  cotton  crop  of  1853  equaled  395  lbs. 
per  slave — making  both  the  production  and  export  of  that  staple, 
in  1853,  more  than  four  times  as  large,  in  proportion  to  the  slave 
population,  as  they  were  in  1820.*    Had  the  planters,  in  1853, 


^  The  progressive  increase  is  indicated  hj  the  following  figures  : 

ISeO.       1830.       1840.       1863. 

TbklsUres  in  United  SUtes,  1,638,098  2,009,043  2,487,356  8,296,408 

Cotton  exported,  lbs.,  127^00,000       298,459,102        743,941,061  1,111,570,870 

Arenge  export  to  each  sUTe,  IbB.,  83  143  295  337 
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been  able  to  produce  no  more  cotton,  per  slave,  than  in  1820, 
they  would  have  grown  but  359,308,472  lbs.,  instead  of  the  actual 
cr^p  of  1,305,152,800  lbs. ;  and  would  not  only  have  failed  to 
supply  any  for  export,  but  have  barely  supplied  the  home  demand, 
and  been  minus  the  total  crop  of  that  year,  by  945,844,328  lbs. 

In  this  estimate,  some  allowance,  perhaps,  should  be  made,  for 
the  greater  fertility  of  the  new  lands,  more  recently  brought  under 
cultivation  ;  but  the  difference,  on  this  account,  can  not  be  equal 
to  the  difference  in  the  crops  of  the  several  periods,  as  the  lands, 
in  the  older  States,  in  1820,  were  yet  comparatively  fresh  and 
productive. 

Again,  the  dependence  of  the  South  upon  the  North,  for  its 
provisions,  may  be  inferred  from  such  additional  facts  as  these : 
The  "Abstract  of  the  Census,"  for  1850,  shows,  that  the  production 
of  wheat,  in  Florida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
and  Texas,  averaged,  the  year  preceding,  very  little  more  than  a 
peck,  (it  was  AV  of  a  bushel,)  to  each  person  within  their  limits. 
These  States  must  purchase  flour  largely,  but  to  what  amount  we 
can  not  determine.  The  shipments  of  provisions  from  Cincinnati 
to  New  Orleans  and  other  down  river  ports,  show  that  large  sup- 
plies leave  that  city  for  the  South ;  but  what  proportion  of  them 
is  taken  for  consumption  by  the  planters,  must  be  left,  at  present, 
to  conjecture.  These  shipments,  as  to  a  few  of  the  prominent 
articles,  for  the  four  years  ending  August  31,  1854,  averaged 
annually  the  following  amounts : 

Wheat  flour, brls.        385,204 

Pork  and  Bacon, lbs.    43,689,000 

Whisky, gals.    8,115,360 

Cincinnati  also  exports  eastward,  by  canal,  river  and  railroad, 
large  amounts  of  these  productions.  The  towns  and  cities  west- 
ward send  more  of  their  products  to  the  South,  as  their  distance 
increases  the  cost  of  transportation  to  the  East.  But,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  full  statistics,  it  is  not  necessary  to  make  additional 
statements. 

From  this  view  of  the  subject,  it  appears  that  slavery  is  not  a 
self-sustaining  system,  independently  remunerative;  but  that  it 
attains  its  importance  to  the  nation  and  to  the  world,  by  standing 
as  au  agency,  intermediate,  between  the  grain-growing  States  and 
our  foreign  commerce.    As  the  distillers  of  the  West  transformed 
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the  Bnrplns  grain  into  whisky,  that  it  might  bear  transport,  00 
slavery  takes  the  products  of  the  North,  and  metamorphoses  them 
into  cotton,  that  they  may  bear  export. 

It  seems,  indeed,  when  the  whole  of  the  facts  brought  to  view 
are  considered,  that  American  slavery,  though  of  little  force  un- 
aided, yet  properly  sustained,  is  the  great  central  power,  or  ener- 
gizing influence,  not  only  of  nearly  all  the  industrial  interests  of 
our  own  country,  but  also  of  those  of  Oreat  Britain  and  much  of 
the  Continent;  and  that,  if  stricken  from  existence,  the  whole  of 
these  interests,  with  the  advancing  civilization  of  the  age,  would 
receive  a  shock  that  must  retard  their  progress  for  years  to  come. 

This  is  no  exaggerated  picture  of  the  present  imposing  power 
of  slavery.  It  is  literally  true.  Southern  men,  at  an  early  day, 
believed  that  the  Protective  Tariflf  would  have  paralyzed  it — 
would  have  destroyed  it.  But  the  abolitionists,  led  off  by  their 
sympathies  with  England,  and  influenced  by  American  politicians 
and  editors,  who  advocated  free  trade,  were  made  the  instru- 
ments of  its  overthrow.  No  such  extended  mining  and  manu- 
facturing, as  the  Protective  system  was  expected  to  create,  has 
now  any  existence  in  the  Union.  Under  it,  according  to  the 
theory  of  its  friends,  more  than  one  hundred  audi  sixty  millions 
in  value,  of  the  foreign  imports  for  1853,  would  have  been  pro- 
duced in  our  own  country.  But  free  trade  is  dominant:  the 
South  has  triumphed  in  its  warfare  with  the  North  :  the  political 
power  passed  into  its  hands  with  the  defeat  of  the  Father  of  the 
Protective  Tarifi*,  ten  years  since,  in  the  last  effort  of  his  friends  to 
elevate  him  to  the  Presidency :  the  slaveholding  and  commercial 
interests  then  gained  the  ascendency,  and  secured  the  power  of 
annexing  territory  at  will :  the  nation  has  become  rich  in  com- 
merce, and  unbounded  in  ambition  for  territorial  aggrandizement : 
the  people  acquiesce  in  the  measures  of  Oovermnent,  and  are 
proud  of  the  influence  it  has  gained  in  the  world :  nay,  more,  the 
peaceful  aspect  of  the  nations  has  been  changed,  and  the  policy 
of  our  own  country  must  be  modified  to  meet  the  exigencies  that 
may  arise. 

One  word  more  on  the  point  we  have  been  considering.  With 
the  defeat  of  Mr.  Clay,  came  the  immediate  annexation  of  Texas, 
and,  as  he  predicted,  the  war  with  Mexico.  The  results  of  these 
events  let  loose  from  its  attachments  a  mighty  avalanche  of  emigra- 
tion and  of  enterprise,  under  the  rule  of  the  free  trade  policy,  then 


128  COTTON    IS    KING;    OR,       " 

adopted,  which,  by  the  golden  treasures  it  yields,  renders  that 
system,  thus  far,  self-sustaining,  and  able  to  move  on,  as  its 
friends  believe,  with  a  momentum  that  forbids  any  attempt  to 
return  again  to  the  system  of  protection.  Whether  the  Tariff 
controversy  is  permanently  settled,  or  not,  is  a  question  about 
which  we  shall  not  speculate.  It  may  be  remarked,  however,  that 
one  of  the  leading  parties  in  the  North  gave  its  adhesion  to  free 
trade  many  years  since,  and  still  continues  to  vote  with  the  South. 
The  leading  abolition  paper,  too,  ever  since  its  origin,  has  advo- 
cated the  Southern  free  trade  system ;  and  thus,  in  defending  the 
cause  it  has  espoused,  as  was  said  of  a  certain  general  in  the 
Mexican  war,  its  editors  have  been  digging  their  ditches  on  the 
wrong  side  of  their  breastworks.  To  say  the  least,  their  position  is  a 
very  strange  one,  for  men  who  profess  to  labor  for  the  subversion 
of  American  slavery.  It  would  be  as  rational  to  pour  oil  upon  a 
burning  edifice,  to  extinguish  the  fire,  as  to  attempt  to  overthrow 
that  system  under  the  rule  of  free  trade.  For,  whatever  differ- 
ences of  opinion  may  exist  on  the  question  of  free  trade,  as 
applied  to  the  nations  at  large,  there  can  be  no  question  that  it 
has  been  the  main  element  in  promoting  the  value  of  slave  labor 
in  the  United  States ;  and,  consequently,  of  extending  the  system 
of  slavery,  vastly,  beyond  the  bounds  it  would  otherwise  have 
reached.  But  the  editors  referred  to,  do  not  stand  alone.  More 
than  one  United  States  Senator,  sStet  acquiring  notoriety  and 
position  by  constant  clamors  against  slavery  at  home,  hds  not  hesi- 
tated to  vote  for  free  trade  at  Washington,  with  as  hearty  a  good 
will  as  any  friend  of  the  extension  of  slavery  in  the  country ! 

All  these  things  together  have  paralyzed  the  advocates  of  the 
protection  of  free  labor,  at  present,  as  folly  as  the  North  has 
thereby  been  shorn  of  its  power  to  control  the  question  of  slavery. 
Indeed,  from  what  has  been  said  of  the  present  position  of  Amer- 
ican slavery,  in  its  relation  to  the  other  industrial  interests  of  the 
country,  and  of  the  world,  there  is  no  longer  any  doubt  that  it 
'  now  supplies  the  complement  of  that  home  market^  so  zealously 
urged  as  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  agricultural  population 
of  the  country:  and  which,  it  was  supposed,  could  only  be  created 
by  the  multiplication  of  domestic  manufactures.  This  desider- 
atum being  gained,  the  great  majority  of  the  people  have  nothing 
more  to  ask,  but  seem  desirous  that  our  foreign  commerce  shall 
be  cherished ;  that  the  cultivation  of  cotton  and  sugar  shall  be 
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extended ;  that  the  nation  shall  become  cumulative  as  well  as  pro- 
gressive ;  that,  as  despotism  is  striving  to  spread  its  raven  wing 
over  the  earth,  freedom  must  strengthen  itself  for  the  protection 
of  the  liberties  of  the  world ;  that  while  three  millions  of  Africans, 
only,  are  held  to  involuntary  servitude  for  a  time,  to,  sustain  the 
system  of  free  trade,  the  freedom  of  hundreds  of  millions  is  in- 
volved in  the  preservation  of  the  American  Constitution ;  and 
that,  as  African  emancipation,  in  every  experiment  made,  has 
thrown  a  dead  weight  upon  Anglo-Saxon  progress,  the  colored 
people  must  wait  a  little,  until  the  general  battle  for  the  liberties 
of  the  civilized  nations  is  gained,  before  the  universal  elevation 
of  the  barbarous  tribes  can  be  achieved.  This  work,  it  is  true, 
has  been  commenced  at  various  outposts  in  heathendom,  by  the 
missionary,  but  is  impeded  by  numberless  hindrances ;  and  these 
obstacles  to  the  progress  of  Christian  civilization,  doubtless  will 
continue,  until  the  friends  of  civil  and  religious  liberty  shall  tri- 
umph in  nominally  Christian  countries ;  and,  with  the  wealth  of 
the  nations  at  command,  instead  of  applying  it  to  purposes  of  war, 
shall  devote  it  to  sweeping  away  the  darkness  of  superstition  and 
barbarism  from  the  earth,  by  extending  the  knowledge  of  science 
and  revelation  to  all  the  families  of  man. 

But  we  must  hasten. 

There  are  none  who  will  deny  the  truth  of  what  is  said  of  the 
present  strength  and  influence  of  slavery,  however  much  they 
may  have  deprecated  its  acquisition  of  power.  There  are  none 
who  think  it  practicable  to  assail  it,  successfully,  by  political 
action,  in  the  States  where  it  is  already  established  by  law.  The 
struggle  against  the  system,  therefore,  is  narrowed  down  to  an 
effort  to  prevent  its  extension  into  territory  now  free ;  and  this 
contest  is  limited  to  the  people  who  settle  the  territories.  The 
question  is  thus  taken  opt  of  the  hands  of  the  people  at  large,  and 
they  are  cut  off  from  all  control  of  slavery  both  in  the  States  and 
Territories.  Hence  it  is,  that  the  American  people  are  consider- 
ing the  propriety  of  banishing  this  distracting  question  from 
national  politics,  and  demanding  of  their  statesmen  that  there 
ehall  no  longer  be  any  delay  in  the  adoption  of  measures  to  sus- 
tain the  Constitution  and  laws  of  our  glorious  Union,  against  all 
its  enemies,  whetlier  domestic  or  foreign. 

Tlie  policy  of  adopting  tliis  course,  may  be  liable  to  objection ; 

bat  it  does  not  appear  to  arise  from  any  disposition  to  prove 
9 
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recreant  to  the  cause  of  philanthropy,  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  of  the  free  States  are  desirous  of  divorcing  the  slavery 
question  from  all  connection  with  political  movements.  It  is 
because  they  now  find  themselves  wholly  powerless,  as  did  the 
colonizationists,  forty  years  since,  in  regard  to  emancipation,  and 
are  thus  forced  into  a  position  of  neutrality  on  that  subject. 

A  word  on  this  point.  The  friends  of  colonization,  in  the  out- 
set of  that  enterprise,  found  themselves  shut  up  to  the  necessity 
of  creating  a  Republic  on  the  shores  of  Africa,  as  the  only  hope 
for  the  free  colored  people — the  further  emancipation  of  the  slaves, 
by  State  action,  having  become  impracticable.  After  nearly  forty 
years  of  experimenting  with  the  free  colored  people,  by  others, 
colonizationists  still  find  themselves  circumscribed  in  their  opera- 
tions, to  their  original  design  of  building  up  the  Republic  of  Li- 
beria, as  the  only  rational  hope  of  the  elevation  of  the  African 
race — the  prospects  of  general- emancipation  being  a  thousand- 
fold more  gloomy  in  1859  than  they  were  in  1817. 

Abolitionists,  themselves,  now  admit  that  slavery  completely 
controls  all  national  legislation.  This  is  equivalent  to  admitting 
that  all  their  schemes  for  its  overthrow  have  failed.  Theodore 
Parker,  of  Boston,  in  a  sermon  before  his  congregation,  recently, 
is  reported  as  having  made  the  following  declaration:  "I  have 
been  preaching  to  you  in  this  city  for  ten  years ;  and  beside  the 
multitudes  addressed  here,  I  have  addressed  a  hundred  thousand 
annually  in  excursions  through  the  country ;  and  in  that  time  the 
area  of  slavery  has  increased  a  hundred  fold."  Gemt  Smith, 
in  his  late  speech  in  Congress,  said,  that  cotton  is  now  the  domi- 
nant interest  of  the  country,  and  sways  Church,  and  State,  and 
commerce,  and  compels  all  of  them  to  go  for  slavery.  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, in  his  thrice  repeated  lecture,  in  New  York,  in  May,  1855,  de- 
clared, that,  "  notwitlistanding  all  its  excess  of  numbers,  wealth, 
and  intelligence,  the  North  is  now  the  vassal  of  an  oligarchy, 

whose  single  inspiration  comes  from  slavery." It  "  now 

dominates  over  the  Republic,  determines  its  national  policy,  dis- 
poses of  its  oflSces,  and  sways  all  to  its  absolute  will."  ....  "In 
maintaining  its  power,  the  slave  oligarchy  has  applied  a  new  test 
for  office"— "Is  he  faithful  to  slavery?" "With  arro- 
gant ostracism,  it  excludes  from  every  national  office  all  who  can 
not  respond  to  this  test."  Hon.  L.  D.  Campbell,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Cincinnati  Convention  of  Colored  Freemen,   January  5,  1852, 
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ti :  "I  re^ri  ihej//>4'f-tij>oiiiion  of  tv^lt  race  in  xV.s  cT'Untiy 
as  ii.fii:::e! V  -■-..  r=*  than  it  was  ten  vears  ago.  The  SraU-s  which 
wert  i.i:?i  jrejArin^  :".r  ^r3«lnal  eaiancijation,  ane  n^yic  e^  ieavor- 
:l^  :o  exreui.  i*rp*-nia:e,  and  strccgrheii  slarerr !  ....  A  vast 
an-OTiLt  of  tciriioiT  which  was  tft<n  tree  is   note  ererlasriiizlv 

cei:»:^a:€»i  :o  slaTerr Trc^ni  the  Hzhts  of  the  f^ast,  I  c->iifes5, 

I  See  nodiing  to  j^isti^  a  pp.niise  of  much  to  jour  jtifurz  j?/;^- 

TiL^  these  gentlenen  stale  a  great  truth,  as  tt»  the  presri::  !•:•?:- 
tio::  of  ri:e  slaTerv  question,  and  the  «iarkexiing  jr:«sr-e^ns  oz 
€2:aiMrlr*:ioa,  will  ':^  de2i;e»i  br  d^«  man  of  inttili^etee  &L-i  caii- 
di-r.  I>>ab:!ess,  a  ctitain  class  of  jolitfdans.  lieca-$e  of  the 
jrrsei::  ieATth  of  T-ilitica!  capital  of  any  other  iii:i.  will  (»l- 
t:::-r  :o  agitate  this  sr^^j^e?:-  B^t,  s-xner  or  larer.  i:  rL-i.*:  laie 
tie  :-:r=:  we  hare  staret^i.  ar.!  l^coi'ine  a  •jaestio-  if  2iii.:r  :ii.>.r- 

•i>i  f."_  A^A^vs.        X .; -?*  «c?.«^.  .s  *Aj^  *  » lA...  .«  k^rvJ3 ^9rr   k-^tr    v^r^.  •.  •  -    a* 


«  ...  «...  «  -.. 

to  ajTrst  IIS  j*r*L*grs5S«  az.i  e-er4;ic  ii.r  trs^r  oi.-^rri  p»6rij-e  ;i.  Tcm.s 
of  e;^:rr  anior^  tre  wiJtcS. 


B-t.  I  as:  t:!i  tLa:  tLe  y-ini:  ias  r€t?r-tlT  ar?L;eTe*i  a  :rrea: 
vifM^rr  vTrr  tie  S:*z±,  i^  ti-e  e -e^iicc  of  It.  Bar  V^.  a.?  ST-eai-rr.* 


r^  jj^i    c~".»-*     *    *^c^~*  ■•  Tr."r~  ■*     •■■tTi    ".'ir-^      "•'•■£"  •i.-*"c-''        i* 

'  —  TTaJ     ?^.t~     A     XT^ «- *     *  .*mJ  ^  m-'T      -•l.'L--      _>^^?.  aTT.^Ta     .  Aa 


o±erwise  than  a  y  .-nier::  -rrriziTC.     Mr.  BhzJLi  is  a-  -::1t] 

to  die  Sj-e4ier?i:i  !    Tlz  iT^.iiir-r?     :  ^'^^-.rj  is^  fir-i^r  illi 

e^tT  I2VII1  a?"!*.' .■--?■ -Z  i.1.^  . z  .'rifcTn:*.A..»,T  .n   /...••r'.t..^.    .—-c 

ce^na^I  f>r  iLe  zrrstr  ^^tC^  .t  ti-r  S.ctL-     Oi^^. .  -  !•  51.  r.j  -*  _. 

to  jiaraz-Tc^  tn**-  ^e^  ?"..*.»rtf-  I't'iCvT  l  ^■^'_ r*  •  ■  ■  *    ',c   ti-.. •    .v"^ 


•  TVf  rEXLarii  il  -"i-"  "'^^f^r***  rynitii  u  iik"  v  en:  r  '  u^  Ittj:  ti:  nr,^:^ 
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CHAPTER    XIV. 

THE  INDUSTRIAL,  SOCIAL,  AND  MORAL  CONDITION  OF  THE  FREE  PEO- 
PLE OF  COLOR  IN  THE  BRITISH  COLONIES,  HAYTI,  AND  IN  THE  UNITED 
STATES ;  AND  THE  INFLUENCE  THEY  HAVE  EXERTED  ON  PUBLIC  SENTI- 
MENT IN  RELATION  TO  SLAVERY,  AND  TO  THEIR  OWN  PROSPECTS  OF 
EQUALITY  WITH  THE  WHITES. 

Effects  of  opposition  to  Colonization  on  Liberia — Its  effects  on  free  colored 
people — Their  social  and  moral  condition — Abolition  testimony  on  the  sub- 
ject— American  Missionary  Association — Its  failure  in  Canada — Degradation 
of  West  India  free  colored  people — ^American  and  Foreign  Anti- Slavery  So- 
ciety— Its  testimony  on  the  dismal  condition  of  West  India  free  negroes — 
London  Times  on  same  subject — ^Mr.  Bigelow  on  same  subject — Effect  of  re- 
sults in  West  Indies  on  Emancipation — Opinion  of  Southern  Planters — Eco- 
nomical failure  of  West  India  Emancipation — Ruinous  to  British  Com- 
merce—-Similar  results  in  Hayti — Extent  of  diminution  of  exports  from 
West  Indies  resulting  from  Emancipation — Results  favorable  to  American 
Planter — ^Moral  condition  of  Hayti — Later  facts  in  reference  to  the  West  In- 
dies— Negro  free  labor  a  failure — Necessity  of  education  to  render  freedom 
of  value — Franklin's  opinion  confirmed — Colonization  essential  to  promote 
Emancipation. 

We  have  noticed  the  social  and  moral  condition  of  the  free 
colored  people,  from  the  days  of  Franklin,  to  the  projection  of 
colonization.  We  have  also  glanced  at  the  main  facts  in  rela- 
tion to  the  abolition  warfare  upon  colonization,  and  its  success 
in  paralyzing  the  enterprise.  This  subject  demands  a  more  ex- 
tended notice.  The  most  serious  injury  from  this  hostility,  sus- 
tained by  the  cause  of  colonization,  was  the  prejudice  created,  in 
the  minds  of  the  more  intelligent  free  colored  men,  against  emi- 
gration to  Liberia.  The  Colonization  Society  had  expressed  its 
belief  in  the  natural  equality  of  the  blacks  and  whites ;  and  that 
there  were  a  sufficient  number  of  educated,  upright,  free  colored 
men,  in  the  United  States,  to  establish  and  sustain  a  Kcpublic  on 
the  coast  of  Africa,  '^  whose  citizens,  rising  rapidly  in  the  scale  of 
existence,  under  the  stimulants  to  noble  eflfort  by  which  they  would 
be  surrounded,  might  soon  become  equal  to  the  people  of  Europe, 
or  of  European  origin — so  long  their  masters  and  oppressors." 
These  were  the  sentiments  of  the  fii*st  Report  of  the  Colonization 
Society,  and  often  repeated  since.  Its  appeals  were  made  to  the 
moral  and  intelligent  of  the  free  colored  people ;  and,  with  their 
co-operation,  the  success  of  its  scheme  was  considered  certain. 


ECONOMICAL    RELATIONS   OF    SLAVERY.      I33 

But  the  very  persons  needed  to  lead  the  enterprise,  were,  mostly, 
persuaded  to  reject  the  proffered  aid,  and  the  society  was  left  to 
prosecute  its  plans  with  such  materials  as  offered.  Li  conse- 
quence of  this  opposition,  it  was  greatly  embarrassed,  and  made 
less  progress  in  its  work  of  African  redemption,  than  it  must 
have  done  under  other  circumstances.  Had  three-fourths  of  its 
emigrants  been  the  enlightened,  free  colored  men  of  the  country, 
a  dozen  Liberias  might  now  gird  the  coast  of  Africa,  where  but 
oue  exists;  and  the  slave  trader  be  entirely  excluded  from  its 
shores.  Doubtless,  a  wise  Providence  has  governed  here,  as  in 
other  human  affairs,  and  may  have  permitted  this  result,  to  show 
how  speedily  even  semi-civilized  men  can  be  elevated  under 
American  Protestant  free  institutions.  The  great  body  of  emi- 
grants to  Liberia,  and  nearly  all  the  leading  men  who  have 
sprung  up  in  the  colony,  and  contributed  most  to  the  formation  of 
the  Republic,  went  out  from  the  very  midst  of  slavery ;  and  yet, 
what  encouraging  results !  It  has  been  a  sad  mistake  to  oppose 
colonization,  and  thus  to  retard  Africa's  redemption! 

But  how  has  it  fared  with  the  free  colored  people  elsewhere ! 
The  answer  to  this  question  will  be  the  solution  of  the  inquiry. 
What  has  abolitionism  accomplished  by  its  hostility  to  coloniza- 
tion, and  what  is  the  condition  of  the  free  colored  people,  whose 
interests  it  volunteered  to  promote,  and  whose  destinies  it  attempted 
to  control  ? 

The  abolitionists  themselves  shall  answer  this  question.  The 
colored  people  shall  see  what  kind  of  commendations  their  tutors 
give  them,  and  what  the  world  is  to  think  of  them,  on  the  testi- 
mony of  their  particular  friends. 

The  concentration  of  a  colored  population  in  Canada,  is  the 
work  of  American  abolitionists.  TJie  American  Missionary 
Association^  is  their  organ  for  the  spread  of  a  gospel  untainted, 
it  is  claimed,  by  contact  with  slavery.  Out  of  four  stations  under 
its  care  in  Canada,  at  the  opening  of  1S53,  but  one  school,  that 
of  Miss  Lyon,  remained  at  its  close.  All  the  others  were  aban- 
doned, and  all  the  missionaries  had  asked  to  be  released,*  as  wo 
are  informed  by  its  Seventh  Annual  Report,  chiefly  for  the  reasons 
stated  in  the  following  extract,  page  49 : 

♦  Mr.  WilfiOD,  the  Missionary  at  St  Catharines,  still  remained  there,  but  not 
under  the  care  of  the  Association. 
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^'  The  number  of  mi^siouarics  and  teachers  in  Canada,  with 
which  the  year  commenced,  has  been  greatly  reduced.  Early  in 
the  year,  Mr.  Kirkland  wrote  to  the  committee,  that  the  opposi- 
tion to  white  missionaries,  manifested  by  the  colored  people  of 
Canada,  had  so  greatly  increased,  by  the  interested  misrepi*esen- 
tations  of  ignorant  colored  men,  pretending  to  be  ministers  of  the 
gospel,  that  he  thought  his  own  and  his  wife^s  labors,  and  the 
funds  of  the  association,  could  be  better  employed  elsewhere." 

This  Mission  seems  never  to  have  been  in  a  prosperous  con- 
dition. Passing  over  to  the  Eleventh  Annual  Report,  1857,  it  is 
found  that  the  Association  had  then  but  one  missionary,  the  Kev. 
David  Uotchkiss,  in  that  field.  In  relation  to  his  prospects,  the 
Report  says : 

'^It  has,  however,  happened  to  him,  as  it  frequently  did  to 
Paul  and  his  fellow-laborers,  that  his  faithfulness  and  his  success 
have  been  the  occasion  of  stirring  up  certain  lewd  fellows  of  the 
baser  sort,  so  that  at  one  time  it  was  thought  by  some  lookers-ou 
that  his  life  was  in  danger,  and  that  he  might  be  compelled  to 
leave  the  scene  of  his  present  labors."  He  had  succeeded,  how- 
ever, in  gathering  a  church  of  28  members,  but  "  on  the  2l8t  of 
June,  the  house  in  which  the  little  church  worshiped  was  burned 
to  the  ground.  This  was  undoubtedly  the  work  of  an  incendivy, 
as  there  had  been  no  fire  in  it  for  more  than  two  weeks.  Threats 
now  were  freely  used  against  Mr.  Hotchkiss  and  the  church,  but 
he  continued  his  labors,  and  procured  another  house,  and  had  it 
fitted  up  for  worship.  On  the  24th  of  August,  this  also  was 
burned  down.  They  have  since  had  to  meet  in  private  houses, 
and  much  doubt  has  been  felt  relative  to  ultimate  duty.  At  later 
dates,  however,  the  opposition  was  more  quiet,  and  hopes  revived. 
This  field  is  emphatically  a  hard  one,  and  requires  much  faith, 
and  patience  fi'om  those  who  labor  there."* 

On  the  30th  of  August,  1858,  Mr.  Hotchkiss  writes:  "My 
wife's  school  is  in  a  prosperous  condition.  She  has  had  nearly 
forty  scholars,  and  they  learn  well.  There  are  numbers  who  can 
not  come  to  school  for  want  of  suitable  clothing.  They  are  nearly 
naked."t 

On  a  late  occasion  it  is  remarked,  that  "  this  society  seems  to 
meet  with  the  trouble  which  accompanies  the  efibrts  of  other 

*  11th  Annual  Report,  pages  36,  37.     f  American  Missionary^  October,  1858. 
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missionary  societies  in  their  endeavors  to  '  to  seek  and  to  save 
that  which  was  lost'  They  say  they  find  it  '  extremely  difficult 
to  win  the  confidence  of  the  colored  people  of  Canada.'  "* 

But  we  have  a  picture  of  a  different  kind  to  present,  and  one 
that  proves  the  capacity  of  the  free  colored  people  for  improve- 
ment— not  when  running  at  large  and  uncared  for,  but  when  sub- 
jected to  wholesome  restraint.  This  is  as  essential  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  blacks  as  the  whites,  while  they  are  in  the  course  of 
intellectual,  moral  and  industrial  training: 

'^  Some  years  ago  the  Rev.  William  King,  a  slave  owner  in 
Louisiana,  manumitted  his  slaves  and  removed  them  to  Canada. 
They  now,  with  others,  occupy  a  tract  of  land  at  Buxton  and  the 
vicinity,  called  the  Elgin  Block,  where  Mr.  King  is  stationed  as 
a  Presbyterian  missionary. 

"  A  recent  general  meeting  there  was  attended  by  Lord  Althorp, 
son  of  Earl  Spencer,  and  J.  W.  Probyn,  Esq.,  both  members  of 
the  British  Parliament,  who  made  addresses.  The  whole  educa- 
tional and  moral  machinery  is  worked  by  the  presiding  genius  of 
the  Rev.  W.  King,  to  whom  the  entire  settlement  are  under  felt 
and  acknowledged  obligations.  He  teaches  them  agriculture  and 
industry.  He  superintends  their  education,  and  preaches  on  the 
Lord's  day.     He  regards  the  experiment  as  highly  successful."t 

It  is  not  our  purpose  to  multiply  testimony  on  this  subject,  but 
simply  to  afibrd  an  index  to  the  condition  of  the  colored  people, 
as  described  by  abolition  pens,  best  known  to  the  public.  Wo 
turn,  therefore,  from-  the  British  colonies  in  the  North,  to  her 
possessions  in  the  Tropics. 

West  India  emancipation,  under  the  guidance  of  English 
abolitionists,  has  always  been  viewed  as  the  grand  experiment, 
which  was  to  convince  the  world  of  the  capacity  of  the  colored 
man  to  rise,  side  by  side,  with  the  white  man.  We  shall  let  the 
friends  of  the  system,  and  the  public  documents  of  the  British 
Government,  testify  as  to  its  results,  both  morally  and  economi- 
cally. Opening,  again,  the  Seventh  Annual  Report  of  the 
American  Missionary  Association^  page  30,  where  it  speaks  of 
their  moral  condition,  we  find  it  written : 

"  One  of  our  missionaries,  in  giving  a  description  of  the  moral 
condition  of  the  people  of  Jamaica,  aftor  speaking  of  the  licen- 


♦  African  BeposiUmf,  October,  1859.    f  African  Beposihry,  January,  1858. 
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tiousness  which  they  received  as  a  legacy  from  those  who  denied 
them  the  pure  joys  of  holy  wedlock,  and  trampled  upon  and 
scourged  chastity,  as  if  it  were  a  fiefad  to  be  driven  out  from 
among  men — that  enduring  legacy,  which,  with  its  foul,  pestilen- 
tial influence,  still  blights,  like  the  mildew  of  death,  every  thing 
in  society  that  should  bo  lovely,  virtuous,  and  of  good  report ; 
and  alluding  to  their  intemperance,  in  which  they  have  followed 
the  example  set  by  the  governor  in  his  palace,  the  bishop  in  his 
robes,  statesmen  and  judges,  lawyers  and  doctors,  planters  and 
overseers,  and  even  professedly  Christian  ministers ;  and  the  de- 
ceit and  falsehood  which  oppression  and  wrong  always  engender, 
says :  '  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  we  are  following  in  the  wake 
of  the  accursed  system  of  slavery — a  system  that  unmakes  man^ 
by  warring  upon  his  conscience,  and  crushing  his  spirit,  leaving 
naught  but  .the  shattered  wrecks  of  humanity  behind  it.  If  we 
may  but  gather  up  some  of  these  floating  fragments,  from  which 
the  image  of  God  is  well  nigh  efiaced,  and  pilot  them  safely  into 
that  better  land,  we  shall  not  have  labored  in  vain.  But  we  may 
Jiope  to  do  more.  The  chief  fruit  of  our  labors  is  to  be  sought  in 
the  future^  rather  than  in  the  present,'^  It  should  be  remem- 
bered, too,  (continues  the  Report,)  that  there  is  but  a  small  part  of 
the  population  yet  brought  within  the  reach  of  the  influence  of 
enlightened  Christian  teachers,  while  the  great  mass  by  whom 
they  are  surrounded  are  but  little  removed  from  actual  heathen- 
ism." Another  missionary,  page  33,  says,  it  is  the  opinion  of  all 
intelligent  Christian  men,  that  "nothing  save  the  furnishing  of 
the  people  with  ample  means  of  education  and  religious  instruc- 
tion will  save  them  from  relapsing  into  a  state  of  barbarism." 
And  another,  page  36,  in  speaking  of  certain  cases  of  discipline, 
for  the  highest  form  of  crime,  under  the  seventh  commandment, 
says:  "There  is  nothing  in  public  sentiment  to  save  the  youth  of 
Jamaica  in  this  respect." 

The  missions  of  this  Association,  in  Jamaica,  differ  scarcely  a 
shade  from  those  among  the  actual  heathen.  On  this  point,  the 
Eeport,  near  its  close,  says: 

"  For  most  of  the  adult  population  of  Jamaica,  the  unhappy 
victims  of  long  years  of  oppression  and  degradation,  our  mission- 
aries have  great  fear.  Yet  for  even  these  there  may  be  hope, 
even  though  with  trembling.  But  it  is  around  the  youth  of  the 
island  that  their  brightest  hopes  and  anticipations  cluster ;  from 
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them  they  expect  to  gather  their  principal  sheaves  for  the  great 
Lord  of  the  harvest." 

The  American  Missionary^  a  monthly  paper,  and  organ  of  this 
Association,  for  July,  1855,  has  the  following  quotation  from  the 
letters  of  the  missionaries,  recently  received.  It  is  given,  as 
abolition  testimony,  in  further  confirmation  of  the  moral  condi- 
tion of  the  colored  people  of  Jamaica: 

"From  the  number  of  churches  and  chapels  in  the  island, 
Jamaica  ought  certainly  to  be  called  a  Christian  land.  The 
people  may  be  called  a  church-going  people.  There  are  chapels 
and  places  of  worship  enough,  at  least  in  this  part  of  the  island, 
to  supply  the  people  if  every  station  of  our  mission  were  given 
np.  And  there  is  no  lack  of  ministers  and  preachers.  As  far  as 
I  am  acquainted,  almost  the  entire  adult  population  profess  to 
have  a  hope  of  eternal  life,  and  I  think  the  larger  part  are  con- 
nected with  churches.  In  view  of  such  facts  some  have  been  led 
to  say,  '  The  spiritual  condition  of  the  population  is  very  satisfac- 
tory.' But  there  is  another  class  of  facts  that  is  perfectly  astound- 
ing. With  all  this  array  of  the  externals  of  religion,  one  broad, 
deep  wave  of  moral  death  rolls  over  the  land.  A  man  may  be  a 
drunkard,  a  liar,  a  Sabbath-breaker,  a  profane  man,  a  fornicator, 
an  adulterer,  and  such  like — and  be  known  to  be  such — and  go  to 
chapel,  and  hold  up  his  head  there,  and  feel  no  disgrace  from  these 
things,  because  they  are  so  common  as  to  create  a  public  senti- 
ment in  his  favor.  He  may  go  to  the  communion  table,  and 
cherish  a  hope  of  heaven,  and  not  have  his  hope  disturbed.  I 
might  tell  of  persons  guilty  of  some,  if  not  all,  these  things,  min- 
istering in  holy  things." 

What  motives  can  prompt  the  American  Missionary  Associ- 
ation to  cast  such  imputations  upon  the  missions  of  the  English 
and  Scotch  Churches,  in  Jamaica,  we  leave  to  be  determined  by 
the  parties  interested.  Few,  indeed,  will  believe  that  the  English 
and  Scotch  Churches  would,  for  a  moment,  tolerate  such  a  con- 
dition of  things,  in  their  mission  stations,  as  is  here  represented. 

Next  wo  turn  to  the  Annual  Report  of  the  American  and 
Foreign  Anti-Slavery  Society,  1853,  which  discourses  thus,  in 
its  own  language,  and  in  quotations  which  it  indorses:* 

'^  The  friends  of  emancipation  in  the  United  States  have  been 

♦  Page  170. 
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disappointed  in  some  respects  at  the  results  in  the  West  Indies, 
because  they  expected  too  much.  A  nation  of  slaves  can  not  at 
once  be  converted  into  a  nation  of  intelligent,  industrious,  and 
moral  freemen."  ....  "  It  is  not  too  much,  even  now,  to  say  of 
the  people  of  Jamaica,  ....  their  condition  is  exceedingly  de 
graded,  their  morals  woeftiUy  corrupt.  But  this  must,  by  no 
means,  be  understood  to  be  of  universal  application.  With  re- 
spect to  those  who  have  been  brought  under  a  healthful  educational 
and  religious  influence,  it  is  not  true.  But  as  respects  the  great 
mass,  whose  humanity  has  been  ground  out  of  them  by  cmel 
oppression — whom  no  good  Samaritan  hand  has  yet  reached — 
how  could  it  be  otherwise?  We  wish  to  turn  the  tables;  to 
supplant  oppression  by  righteousness,  insult  by  compassion  and 
brotherly  kindness,  hatred  and  contempt  by  love  and  winning 
meekness,  till  we  allure  these  wretched  ones  to  the  hope  and  en- 
joyment of  manhood  and  virtue."*  .  .  .  .  ^'  The  means  of  edu- 
cation and  religious  instruction  are  better  enjoyed,  although  but 
little  appreciated  and  improved  by  the  great  mass  of  the  people. 
It  is  also  true,  that  the  moral  sense  of  the  people  is  becoming 

somewhat  enlightened But  while  this  is  true,  yet  their 

moral  condition  is  very  far  fi'om  being  what  it  ought  to  be 

It  is  exceedingly  dark  and  distressing.     Licentiousness  prevails 

to  a  most  alarming  extent  among  the  people The  almost 

universal  prevalence  of  intemperance  is  another  prolific  source 
of  the  moral  darkness  and  degradation  of  the  people.  The  great 
mass,  among  all  classes  of  the  inhabitants,  from  the  governor  in 
his  palace  to  the  peasant  in  his  hut — from  the  bishop  in  his  gown 
to  the  beggar  in  his  rags — are  all  slaves  to  their  cups."t 

This  is  the  language  of  American  abolitionists,  going  out  under 
the  sanction  of  their  Annual  Reports.  Lest  it  may  be  considered 
as  too  highly  colored,  we  add  the  following  from  the  London 
Times^  of  near  the  same  date.  In  speaking  of  the  results  of 
emancipation,  in  Jamaica,  it  says : 

"The  negro  has  not  acquired,  with  his  fi^edom,  any  habits  of 
industry  or  morality.  His  independence  is  but  little  better  than 
that  of  an  uncaptured  brute.  Having  accepted  few  of  the  re- 
straints of  civilization,  he  is  amenable  to  few  of  its  necessities ; 

♦  Extract  from  the  report  of  a  missioDary,  quoted  in  the  Report,  page  172. 
t  Extract  from  the  report  of  another  missionary,  page  171,  of  the  Report 
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and  the  wants  of  his  nature  are  so  easily  satisfied,  that  at  the 
current  rate  of  wages,  he  is  called  upon  for  nothing  but  fitful  or 
desultory  exertion.  The  blacks,  therefore,  instead  of  becoming 
intelligent  husbandmen,  have  become  vagrants  and  squatters,  and 
it  is  now  apprehended  that  with  the  failure  of  cultivation  in  the 
island  will  come  the  failure  of  its  resources  for  instructing  or  con- 
trolling its  population.  So  imminent  does  this  consummation 
appear,  that  memorials  have  been  signed  by  classes  of  colonial 
society  hitherto  standing  aloof  from  politics,  and  not  only  the 
bench  and  the  bar,  but  the  bishop,  clergy,  and  ministers  of  all 
denominations  in  the  island,  without  exception,  have  recorded 
their  conviction,  that,  in  the  absence  of  timely  relief,  the  religious 
and  educational  institutions  of  the  island  must  be  abandoned,  and 
the  masses  of  the  population  retrogade  to  barbarism." 

One  of  the  editors  of  the  New  York  Evening  Pasty  Mr. 
Bigelow,  a  few  years  since,  spent  a  winter  in  Jamaica,  and  con- 
tinues to  watch,  with  anxious  solicitude,  as  an  anti-slavery  man, 
the  developments  taking  place  among  its  colored  population.  In 
reviewing  the  returns  published  by  the  Jamaica  House  of  Assem- 
bly, in  1853,  in  reference  to  the  ruinous  decline  in  the  agriculture 
of  the  island,  and  stating  the  enormous  quantity  of  lands  thrown 
out  of  cultivation,  since  1848,  the  Post  says : 

"This  decline  has  been  going  on  from  year  to  year,  daily  be- 
coming more  alarming,  until  at  length  the  island  has  reached 
what  would  appear  to  be  the  last  profound  of  distress  and  misery, 
....  when  thousands  of  people  do  not  know,  when  they  rise  in 
the  morning,  whence  or  in  what  manner  they  are  to  procure  bread 
for  the  day." 

We  must  examine,  more  closely,  the  economical  results  of 
emancipation,  in  the  West  Indies,  before  we  can  judge  of  the 
effects,  upon  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  world,  which  would 
result  from  general  emancipation  in  the  United  States.  We  do  ' 
this,  not  to  afford  an  argument  in  behalf  of  the  perpetuation  of 
slavery,  because  its  abolition  might  injuriously  affect  the  interests 
of  trade  and  commerce ;  but  because  the  whole  of  these  results 
have  long  been  well  known  to  the  American  planter,  and  serve 
as  conclusive  arguments,  with  him,  against  emancipation.  He 
believes  that,  in  tropical  cultivation,  African  free  labor  is  worth- 
less ;  that  the  liberation  of  tHe  slaves  in  this  country,  must,  neces- 
sarily, be  followed  with  results  similar  to  what  has  occurred  in  tho 
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West  Indies;  and,  for  this  reason,  as  well  as  on  account  of  the 
profitable  character  of  slavery,  he  refuses  to  give  freedom  to  his 
slaves.  We  repeat,  we  do  not  cite  the  fact  of  the  failure,  econom- 
ically, of  free  labor  in  Jamaica,  as  an  argument  for  the  perpetua- 
tion of  slavery.  Not  at  all.  We  allude  to  the  fact,  only  to  show 
that  emancipation  has  greatly  reduced  the  commerce  of  the 
colonies,  and  that  the  logic  of  this  result  militates  against  the 
colored  man's  prospects  of  advancement  in  the  scale  of  political 
and  social  equality.     But  to  the  facts : 

The  British  planters,  up  to  1806,  had  received  frbm  the  slave 
traders  an  uninterrupted  supply  of  laborers,  and  had  rapidly  ex- 
tended their  cultivation  as  commerce  increased  its  demands  for 
their  products.  Let  us  take  the  results  in  Jamaica  as  an  example 
of  the  whole  of  the  British  West  India  islands.  She  had  in- 
creased her  exports  of  sugar  from  a  yearly  average  of  123,979,000 
lbs.  in  1772-3,  to  234,700,000  lbs.  in  1805-6.  No  diminution 
of  exports  had  occurred,  as  has  been  asserted  by  some  an ti -slavery 
writers,  before  the  prohibition  of  the  slave  ti'ade.  The  increase 
was  progressive  and  undisturbed,  except  so  far  as  aflFected  by 
seasons,  more  or  less  favorable.  But  no  sooner  was  her  supply 
of  slaves  cut  off,  by  the  act  of  1806,  which  took  effect  in  1808, 
than  the  exports  of  Jamaica  began  to  diminish,  until  her  sugar 
had  fallen  off  from  1822  to  1832,  to  an  annual  average  of 
131,129,000  lbs.,  or  nearly  to  what  they  had  been  sixty  years 
before.  It  was  not  until  1833  that  the  Emancipation  Act  was 
passed ;  so  that  this  decline  in  the  exports  of  Jamaica,  took  place 
under  all  the  rigors  of  West  India  slavery.  The  exports  of  rum, 
coffee,  and  cotton,  were  diminished  in  nearly  the  same  ratio. 

To  arrest  this  ruinous  decline  in  the  commercial  prosperity  of 
the  islands,  emancipation  was  adopted  in  1833  and  perfected  in 
1838.  This  policy  was  pursued  under  the  plea,  that  free  labor  is 
doubly  as  productive  as  slave  labor ;  and,  that  the  negroes,  liber- 
ated, would  labor  twice  as  well  as  when  enslaved.  But  what  was 
the  result?  Ten  years  after  final  emancipation  was  effected,  the 
exports  of  sugar  from  Jamaica  were  only  67,539,200  lbs.  a  year, 
instead  of  234,700,000  lbs.,  as  in  1805-6.  The  exports  of  coffee, 
during  the  same  year,  were  reduced  to  5,684,921  lbs.,  instead  of 
23,625,377  lbs.,  as  in  1805-6 ;  and  the  extinction  of  the  cultiva- 
tion of  cotton,  for  export,  had  become  almost  complete,  though 
in  1800,  it  had  nearly  equaled  that  of  the  United  States.    These 
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are  no  fancy  sketches,  drawn  for  effect,  but  sober  realities,  attested 
by  the  public  documents  of  the  British  government.*  The 
Jamaica  negro,  ignorant  and  destitute  of  forethought,  disap- 
pointed the  English  philanthropists. 

In  Hayti,  emancipation  had  been  productive  of  results,  fully  as 
disastrous  to  its  commerce,  as  it  had  been  to  that  of  Jamaica. 
There  was  an  almost  total  abandonment  of  the  production  of 
sugar,  soon  after  freedom  was  declared.  This  took  place  in 
1793.  In  1790  the  island  exported  163,318,810  lbs.  of  sugar. 
But  in  1801  its  export  was  reduced  to  18,534,112  lbs.,  in  1818,  to 
5,443,765  lbs.,  and  in  1826  to  2,020  lbs.;t  since  which  time  its 
exjKjrt  has  nearly  ceased.  Indeed,  it  is  asserted,  that,  "at  this 
moment  there  is  not  one  pound  of  sugar  exported  from  the  island, 
and  all  that  is  used  is  imported  from  the  United  States. "J 

The  exports  of  coffee,  from  Hayti,  in  1790,  were  76,835,219  lbs.; 
and  of  cotton,  7,004,274  lbs.  But  the  exports  of  the  former  article, 
in  1801,  were  reduced  to  43,420,270  lbs.,  and  the  latter  to  474,118 
lb8.§  The  exports  of  coffee  have  varied,  annually,  since  that 
period,  from  thirty  to  forty  million  pouuds ;  and  the  cotton  ex- 
ported has  rarely  much  exceeded  one  million  pounds. ||  At 
present,  "  with  the  exception  of  Gonaives,  there  is  not  a  pound 
of  cotton  produced,  and  only  a  very  limited  quanity  there,  barely 
sufficient  for  consumption ;  and  instead  of  exporting  indigo,  as 
formerly,  they  import  all  they  use  from  the  United  States."Tf 

*  The  average  exports  from  the  Island  of  Jamaica,  omitting  cotton,  during 
the  three  epochs  referred  to— that  of  the  slave  trade,  of  slavery  alone,  and  of 
freedom — for  periods  of  five  years,  daring  the  first  two,  and  for  the  three  yean 
separately,  in  the  last,  will  give  a  fall  view  of  this  point : 

Years  of  EtpitU,  lbs.  Sugar.  P.  Bum.lhs.         Off«0» 

Annual  average,  1803  to  1807,» 211,139,200  60,426  23,625,377 

Annoal  aycmgc,  1829  to  1833,* 152,564,800  85,605  17,645,602 

Annual  average,  1839  to  1843,* 67,924,800  14^185  7,412,498 

Annual  exports,                  1846,  f 57,956,800  14,395  6,047,150 

Annual  exports,                  1847,t 77,686,400  18,077  6,421,1 22 

Annual  exports,                 1848.t 67,639,200  20,194  5,684,921 

•  BlachcrM'i  Magojeine  1848,  p.  225. 

t  LitUVt  Liting  Age,  1850,  No.  809,  p.  Ub,—LeU4r  of  Mr.  Bigthw. 

f  Macgregor,  London  ed.,  1847.       %  ^^  Boufa  Review,  August,  1855. 
(  Macgregor,  London  ed.,  1847.        ||  Ibid. 
1  De  Bow' 9  Review,  1855. 
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According  to  the  authorities  before  cited,  the  deficit  of  free 
'abor  tropical  cultivation,  as  compared  with  that  of  slave  labor, 
while  sustained  by  the  slave  trade,  including  the  British  West 
Indies  and  Hayti,  stands  as  follows : — a  startling  result,  truly, 
to  those  who  expected  emancipation  to  work  well  for  commerce, 
and  supersede  the  necessity  of  employing  slave  labor : 

CorUratt  of  Slave  Labor  and  Free  Labor  ExporU  from  the 

West  Indies, 

SLAVE  LABOR. 

Years,        lbs.  Sugar,        lbs,  C(^ee,       lbs.  CoUon, 

British  West  Indies,  1807,. .  .636,025,643      31,610,764    17,000,000* 
Hayti, 1790,. .  ,'163,318,810      76,835,219      7,286,126 


Total, 809,344,453     108,245,983  24,286,126' 

FREE  LABOR. 

Years,        lbs.  Sugar,        lbs.  Coffee,       lbs.  Cotton, 

British  West  Indies,  1848, . .  .313,306,112        6,770,792         427,529t 
Hayti, 1848, . . .  very  little.      34,114,7171     1,591,454J 

Total, 313,306,112     40,885,509       2,018,983 

Free  Labor  Deficit 496,038,341      67,360,474      22,267,143 

To  understand  the  bearing  which  this  decrease  of  production, 
by  free  labor,  has  upon  the  interests  of  the  African  race,  it  must 
be  remembered,  that  the  consumption  of  cotton  and  sugar  has  not 
diminished,  but  increased,  vastly;  and  that  for  every  bale  of  cot- 
ton, or  hogshead  of  sugar,  that  the  free  labor  production  is  dimin- 
ished, an  equal  amount  of  slave  labor  cotton  and  sugar  is  de- 
manded to  supply  its  place ;  and,  more  than  this,  for  every  addi- 
tional bale  or  hogshead  required  by  their  increased  consumption, 
an  additional  one  must  be  furnished  by  slave  labor,  because  the 
world  will  not  dispense  with  their  use.  As  no  material  change 
has  occurred,  for  several  years,  in  the  commercial  condition  of 
the  islands,  it  is  not  necessary  to  bring  this  statement  down  to  a 
later  date  than  1848.    The  causes  operating  to  encourage  the 

*  1800.  t  1840.  X  1847. 
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AmericaD  planters,  in  extending  their  cultivation  of  cotton  and 
sugar,  can  now  be  understood. 

In  relation  to  the  moral  condition  of  Hayti,  we  need  say  but 
little.  It  is  known  that  a  great  majority  of  the  children  of  the 
island  are  born  out  of  wedlock,  and  that  the  Christian  Sabbath 
is  the  principal  market  day  in  the  towns.  The  American  and 
Foreign  Christian  Union^  a  missionary  paper  of  New  York, 
after  quoting  the  report  of  one  of  the  missionaries  in  Ilayti,  who 
represents  his  success  as  encouraging,  thus  remarks :  ''  This 
letter  closes  with  some  singular  incidents  not  suitable  for  publica- 
tion, showing  the  deplorable  state  of  community  there,  both 
morally  and  socially.     There  seems  to  be  a  mixture  of  African 

barbarism  with  the  sensuous  civilization  of  France That 

dark  land  needs  the  light  which  begins  to  dawn  thereon." 

Thus  matters  stood  when  the  second  edition  of  this  work  went 
to  press.  An  opportunity  is  now  aflforded,  of  embracing  the 
results  of  emancipation  to  a  later  date,  and  of  forming  a  better 
judgment  of  the  effects  of  that  policy  on  the  question  of  freedom 
in  the  United  States.  For,  if  the  negro,  with  full  liberty,  in  the 
West  Indies,  has  proved  himself  unreliable  in  voluntary  labor, 
the  experiment  of  freeing  him  here  will  not  be  attempted  by  our 
slaveholders. 

Much  has  been  said,  recently,  about  British  emancipation,  and 
the  returning  commercial  prosperity  of  her  tropical  islands.  The 
American  Missionary  Association*  gives  currency  to  the  assertion, 
that  "  they  yield  more  produce  than  they  ever  did  during  the 
existence  of  slavery."  It  is  said,  also,  in  the  Edinhurgh  Review^ 
that  existing  facts  "  show  that  slavery  was  bearing  oiu-  colonies 
down  to  ruin  with  awful  speed ;  that  had  it  lasted  but  another 
half  century,  they  must  have  sunk  beyond  recovery.  On  the 
other  hand,  that  now,  under  freedom  and  free  trade,  they  are 
growing  day  by  day  more  rich  and  prosperous ;  with  spreading  ' 
trade,  with  improving  agriculture,  with  a  more  educated,  indus- 
trious and  virtuous  people ;  while  the  comfort  of  the  quondam 
slaves  is  increased  beyond  the  power  of  words  to  portray."t 

Now  all  this  seems  very  encouraging ;  but  how  such  language 
can  be  used,  without  its  being  considered  as  flatly  contradicting 

♦  American  Missionary  Association's  Report,  1857,  p.  32. 
t  The  West  Indies  as  they  were  and  are — Edinburgh  Review^  April,  1859. — 
The  article  said  to  be  by  Mr.  C.  Buxton. 
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well  known  facts,  and  what  the  American  Missionary  Associa- 
tion,  Mr.  Bigelow,  and  others,  have  heretofore  said,  will  seem 
very  mysterious  to  the  reader.  And  yet,  the  assertions  quoted 
would  seem  to  be  proved,  by  taking  the  aggregate  production  of 
the  whole  British  West  India  islands  and  Mauritius,  as  the  index 
to  their  commercial  prosperity.  But  if  the  islands  bo  taken 
separately,  and  all  the  facts  considered,  a  widely  different  conclu- 
sion would  be  formed,  by  every  can.li.l  man,  than  that  the  improve- 
ment is  due  to  the  increased  industry  of  the  negroes.  On  this 
subject  the  facts  can  be  drawn  from  authorities  which  would  scorn 
to  conceal  the  truth  with  the  design  of  sustaining  a  theory  of  the 
philanthropist.  This  question  is  placed  in  its  true  light  by  the 
London  EconomtBt^  July  16,  1859,  in  which  it  is  shown  that  the 
apparent  industrial  advancement  of  the  islands  is  due  to  the 
importation  of  immigrants  from  India,  China,  and  Africa,  by  the 
"coolie  traflBc,"  and  not  to  the  improved  industry  of  the  eman- 
cipated negroes.    Says  the  Economist : 

"  We  find  one  of  the  Emigration  Commissioners,  Mr.  Murdock,* 
in  an  interesting  memorandum  on  this  subject,  giving  us  the  fol- 
lowing comparison  between  the  islands  which  have  been  recently 
supplied  with  immigrants,  and  those  which  have  not : 

SuffOTt  pounds.    T%€  Sugar^  p<mnd$. 

Jfumber  of  ihrw  yeara  b^/ors  The  kui  three 

JmmigranU.  ImmigraUon,  ytare. 

Mauritius 209,490  ....  217,200,256  ....  469,812,784 

British  Guiana 24,946  ....  173,626,208 250,715,584 

Trinidad 11,981  ....    91,110,768  ....  150,579,072 

"With  these  are  contrasted  the  results  in  Jamaica  and  Anti- 
gua, where  there  has  been  very  little  immigration :— 

Sugar f  pounds.    The  three  yean  Sugar^  pounde.    TTislasi 

after  apprenticeship. i  three  yeare. 

Jamaica 202,973,568 139,369,776 

Antigua 63,824,656 70,302,736 

♦  The  statement  was  mado  at  a  meeting  which  met  to  consider  the  evils  of 
the  Chinese  and  coolie  system  of  immigration  into  the  West  Indies  nnd  Mauri- 
tius. It  is  not  stated  whether  the  amounts  given  are  the  whole  production  or 
only  the  exports. 

f  The  reader  will  remember  that  the  Emancipation  Act,  of  1833,  left  the 
West  India  blacks  in  the  relation  of  apprentices  to  their  masters,  hut  that  the 
system  worked  so  badly  that  total  emancipation  was  declared  in  1838. 
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Here,  now,  is  presented  the  key  to  the  mystery  overhanging 
the  British  West  Indies.  Men,  high  in  station,  have  asserted 
that  West  India  emancipation  has  been  an  economic  success; 
while  others,  equally  honorable,  have  maintained  the  opposite 
view.  Both  have  presented  figures,  averred  to  be  true,  that 
seemed  to  sustain  their  declarations.  This  apparent  contradic- 
tion is  thus  explained.  The  first  take  the  aggregate  production 
in  the  whole  of  the  islands,  which,  they  say,  exceeds  that  during 
the  existence  of  slavery;*  the  second  take  the  production  in 
Jamaica  alone,  as  representing  the  whole ;  and,  thus,  the  start- 
ling fact  appears,  that  the  sugar  crop  of  the  last  three  years  in 
Jamaica,  has  fallen  63,603,000  lbs.,  below  what  it  was  during 
the  first  three  years  of  freedom.  This  argues  badly  for  the  free 
negroes  ;  but  it  must  be  the  legitimate  fruits  of  emancipation,  as 
no  exterior  force  has  been  brought  into  that  island  to  interfere, 
materially,  with  its  workings.  In  Mauritius,  Trinidad,  and  Brit- 
ish Guiana,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  production  has  greatly  in- 
creased ;  but  from  a  very  different  cause  than  any  improvement 
in  the  industry  of  the  blacks  who  had  received  their  freedom — 
the  increase  in  Mauritius  having  been  more  than  double  what 
it  had  been  when  the  production  depended  upon  them.  The 
sngar  crop,  in  this  island,  for  the  three  years  preceding  the  in- 
troduction of  immigrant  labor,  was  but  217,200,000  lbs.;  while, 
during  the  last  three  years,  by  the  aid  of  210,000  immigrants,  it 
has  been  run  up  to  469,812,000  lbs. 

Taking  all  these  facts  into  consideration,  it  is  apparent  that 
West  India  emancipation  has  been  a  failure,  economically  consid- 
ered. The  production  in  Jamaica,  when  it  has  depended  upon 
the  labor  of  the  free  blacks  alone,  has  materially  declined  in  some 
of  the  islands,  since  the  abandonment  of  slavery,  and  is  not  so 
great  now  as  it  was  during  the  first  years  of  freedom ;  and,  so  &i 
is  it  firom  being  equal  to  what  it  was  while  slavery  prevailed,  and 
especially  while  the  slave  trade  was  continued,  that  it  now  falls 
short  of  the  production  of  that  period  by  an  immense  amount. 
In  no  way,  therefore,  can  it  be  claimed,  that  the  cultivation  of 
the  British  West  India  islands  is  on  the  increase,  except  by 

^  The  J  must  refer  to  slavery  in  its  later  years,  after  the  suppression  of  the 
ilave  trade.    Previous  to  that  event,  the  production  of  Jamaica  was  more  than 
■eroDtj-five  per  cent  greater  than  at  present 
10 
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resorting  to  the  pious  fraad  of  crediting  the  products  of  the  immi- 
grant labor  to  the  account  of  emancipation — ^a  resort  to  which  no 
conscientious  Christian  man  will  have  recourse,  even  to  sustain  a 
philanthropic  theory. 

But  the  Island  of  Barbadoes  is  an  exception.  It  is  said  to 
have  suffered  no  diminution  in  its  production  since  emancipation, 
and  that  this  result  was  attained  without  the  aid  of  immigrant 
labor.  The  London  Economist  must  be  permitted  to  explain 
this  phenomenon ;  and  must  also  be  allowed  to  give  its  views  ou 
the  subject  of  the  effects  of  emancipation,  after  the  lapse  of  a 
quarter  of  a  centuiy  from  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the  Emanci- 
pation Act: 

"We  are  no  believers  in  Mr.  Carlyle's  gospel  of  the  'benefi- 
cent whip '  as  the  bearer  of  salvation  to  tropical  indolence.  But 
we  can  not  for  a  moment  doubt  that  the  first. result  of  emancipa- 
tion was,  in  most  of  the  islands,  to  substitute  for  the  worst  kind 
of  moral  and  political  evil,  one  of  a  less  fatal  but  still  of  a 
very  pernicious  kind.  The  negroes  had  been  treated  as  mere 
machines  for  raising  sugar  and  coffee.  They  were  suddenly  liber- 
ated from  that  mechanical  drudgery ;  they  became  free  beings — 
but  without  the  discipline  needful  to  use  freedom  well,  and  un- 
fortunately with  a  larger  amount  of  practical  freedom  than  the 
laboring  class  of  any  Northern  or  temperate  climate  could  by  any 
possibility  enjoy.  They  suddenly  found  themselves,  in  most  of 
the  islands,  in  a  position  in  many  respects  analagous  to  that  of  a 
people  possessed  of  a  moderate  property  in  England,  who  can 
supply  their  principal  wants  without  any  positive  labor,  and  have 
no  ambition  to  rise  into  any  higher  sphere  than  that  into  which 
they  were  born.  The  only  difference  was,  that  the  negroes  in 
most  of  the  West  India  islands  wanted  vastly  less  than  such  peo- 
ple as  these  in  civilized  States, — wanted  nothing  in  fact,  but  the 
plantains  they  could  grow  almost  without  labor,  and  the  huts 
which  they  could  build  on  any  waste  mountain  land  without  pay- 
ing rent  for  it.  The  consequence  naturally  was,  that  when  the 
spur  of  physical  tyranny  was  removed,  there  was  no  suflBcient 
substitute  for  it,  in  most  of  the  islands,  in  the  wholesome  hard- 
ships of  natural  exigencies.  The  really  beneficent  'whip'  of 
hunger  and  cold  was  not  substituted  for  the  human  cruelty  from 
which  they  had  escaped.  In  Barbadoes  alone,  perhaps,  the 
pressure  of  a  dense  population,  with  the  absence  of  any  waste 
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mountain  lands  on  which  the  negroes  could  squat,  rent  free,  was 
an  efficient  substitute  for  the  terrors  of  slavery.  And,  conse- 
quently, in  Barbadoes  alone,  has  the  Emancipation  Act  produced 
unalloyed  and  conspicuous  good.  The  natural  spur  of  compe- 
tition for  the  means  of  living,  took  the  place  there  of  the  artificial 
spur  of  slavery,  and  the  slow,  indolent  temperament  of  the  Afri- 
can race  was  thus  quickened  into  a  voluntary  industry  essential  to 
its  moral  discipline,  and  most  favorable  to  its  intellectual  culture." 

In  further  commenting  on  the  figures  quoted,  the  Economiat 
remarks : 

^^Hiese  results,  do  not  of  course,  necessarily  represent  in  any 
degree  the  firesh  spur  to  diligence  on  the  part  of  the  old  popula- 
tion, caused  by  the  new  labor.  In  islands  like  Trinidad,  where 
the  amount  of  unredeemed  land  suited  for  such  production  is  almost 
unlimited,  the  new  labor  introduced  cannot  for  a  long  time  press 
on  the  old  labor  at  all.  But  wherever  the  amount  of  land  fitted 
for  this  kind  of  culture  is  nearly  exhausted,  the  presence  of  the 
new  competition  will  soon  be  felt.  And,  in  any  case,  it  is  only 
through  this  gradual  supply  of  the  labor  market  tliat  we  can  hope 
to  bring  the  wholesome  spur  of  necessity  to  act  eventually  on  the 
laboring  classes.  Englishmen,  indeed,  may  well  think  that  at 
times  the  good  influences  of  this  competitive  jostling  for  employ- 
ment are  overrated  and  its  evil  underrated.  But  this  is  far  from 
true  of  the  negro  race.  To  their  slow  and  unambitious  tempera- 
ment, influences  of  this  kind  are  almost  unalloyed  good,  as  the 
great  superiority  in  the  population  of  Barbadoes  to  that  of  the 
other  islands  sufficiently  shows." 

The  Economist^  in  further  discussing  this  question,  favors  the 
introduction  of  a  permanent  class  of  laborers,  not  only  that  the 
cultivation  may  be  increased,  but  becatise  there  is  "no  doubt  at 
all  that  if  a  larger  supply  of  labor  could  be  attained  in  the  West 
Indies,  without  any  very  great  incidental  evils,  the  benefit  expe- 
rienced even  by  the  planters  would  be  by  no  means  so  great  as 
that  of  tlie  negro  population  themselves;"  and  thinks  that  "the 
philanthropic  party,  in  their  tenderness  for  the  emancipated  Afri- 
cans, are  sometimes  not  a  little  blind  to  the  advantages  of  stem 
industrial  necessities;"  and  that,  "what  the  accident  of  popula- 
tion and  soil  has  done  for  Barbadoes,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  a 
stream  of  immigration,  if  properly  conducted,  might  do  in  some 
degree  for  the  other  islands." 
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Lest  it  should  be  thonght  that  the  Economist  stands  alone  in 
its  representations  in  relation  to  the  failure  of  negro  free  labor  in 
Jamaica,  we  quote  a  statement  of  the  Colonial  Minister,  which 
recently  appeared  in  the  New  York  Tribune,  and  was  thence 
transferred  to  the  American  Missionary,  February,  1859 : 

"The  Colonial  Minister  says:  'Jamaica  is  now  the  only 
important  sugar  producing  colony  which  exports  a  considerable 
smaller  .quantity  of  sugar  than  was  exported  in  the  time  of  sla- 
very, while  some  such  colonies  since  the  passage  of  the  Emanci- 
pation Act  have  largely  increased  their  product.' " 

Time  is  thus  casting  light  upon  the  question  of  the  capacity  of 
the  African  race  for  voluntary  labor.  Jamaica  included  311,692 
negroes,  at  the  time  of  emancipation,  out  of  the  660,000  who 
received  their  freedom  in  the  whole  of  the  West  Indian  islands. 
This  was  but  little  less  than  half  of  the  whole  number.  It  was  a 
fair  field  to  test  the  question  of  the  willingness  of  the  free  negro 
to  work.  But  what  is  the  result?  We  have  it  admitted  by  both 
the  Economist  and  the  Colonial  Minister,  that  there  has  been  a 
vast  falling  off  in  the  exports  from  Jamaica,  and  that  a  spur  of 
some  kind  must  be  applied  to  secure  their  adopting  habits  of 
industry.  The  spur  of  the  "  whip "  having  been  thrown  away, 
the  remedy  proposed  is  to  press  them  into  a  corner,  by  immigra- 
tion from  India  and  China,  so  that  the  securing  of  bread  shall 
become  the  great  necessity  with  them,  and  they  be  compelled  to 
labor  or  starve,  as  has  been  the  case  in  Barbadoes.  This  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Economist,  always  opposed  to  slavery,  but  now 
convinced  that  the  "slow,  indolent  temperament  of  the  African 
race  "  needs  such  a  "  spur  "  to  quicken  it "  into  a  voluntary  industry 
essential  to  its  moral  discipline,  and  most  favorable  to  its  intel- 
lectual culture." 

The  West  India  emancipation  experiments  have  demonstrated 
the  truth  of  a  few  principles  that  the  world  should  fully  understand. 
It  must  now  be  admitted  that  mere  personal  liberty,  even  connected 
with  the  stimulus  of  wages,  is  insufficient  to  secure  the  industry 
of  an  ignorant  population.  It  is  intelligence,  alone,  that  can  be 
acted  upon  by  such  motives.  Intelligence,  then,  must  precede 
voluntary  industry.  And,  hereafter,  that  man,  or  nation,  may  find 
it  difficult  to  command  respect,  or  succeed  in  being  esteemed  wise, 
who  will  not,  along  with  exertions  to  extend  personal  fireedom  to 
man,  intimately  blend  with  their  efforts  adequate  means  for  intel- 
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lectnal  and  moral  improvement.  The  results  of  West  India  emanci- 
pation, it  must  be  further  noticed,  fully  confirm  the  opinions  of 
Franklin,  that  freedom,  to  unenlightened  slaves,  must  be  accom- 
panied with  the  means  of  intellectual  and  moral  elevation,  other- 
wise it  may  be  productive  of  serious  evils  to  themselves  and  to 
society.  It  also  sustains  the  views  entertained  by  Southern  slave- 
holders, that  emancipation,  unaccompanied  by  the  colonization 
of  the  slaves,  could  be  of  little  value  to  the  blacks,  while  it  would 
entail  a  ruinous  burden  upon  the  whites.  These  facts  must  not 
be  overlooked  in  the  projection  of  plans  for  emancipation,  as  none 
can  receive  the  sanction  of  Southern  men,  which  does  not  em- 
brace in  it  the  removal  of  the  colored  people.  With  the  example 
of  West  India  emancipation  before  them,  and  the  results  of  which 
have  been  closely  watched  by  them,  it  can  not  be  expected  that 
Southern  statesmen  will  ever  risk  the  liberation  of  their  slaves, 
except  on  these  conditions. 


CHAPTER  XV. 

* 

Moral  condition  of  the  free  colored  people  in  United  States — What  have  thej 
gained  by  refusing  to  accept  Colonization? — Abolition  testimony  on  the  sub- 
ject— Qerrit  Smith — ^New  York  Tribune — Their  moral  condition  as  indicated 
by  proportions  in  Penitentiaries — Census  Reports— Native  whites,  foreign 
bom,  and  free  colored,  in  Penitentiaries — ^But  little  improvement  in  Massa- 
chusetts in  seventy  years — Contrasts  of  Ohio  with  New  England — Antago- 
nism of  Abolitionism  to  free  negroes. 

In  ^rning  to  the  condition  of  our  own  free  colored  people,  who 
rejected  homes  in  Liberia,  we  approach  a  most  important  subject. 
They  have  been  under  the  guardianship  of  their  abolition  friends, 
ever  since  that  period,  and  have  cherished  feelings  of  determined 
hostility  to  colonization.  What  have  they  gained  by  this  hos- 
tility I  What  has  been  accomplished  for  them  by  their  abolition 
friends,  or  what  have  they  done  for  themselves  ?  Those  who  took 
refuge  in  Liberia  have  built  up  a  Republic  of  their  own ;  and  with 
the  view  of  encouraging  them  to  laudable  effort,  have  been 
recognized  as  an  independent  nation,  by  five  of  the  great  govern- 
menta  of  the  earth.     But  what  has  been  the  progress  of  those  who 
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remained  behind,  in  the  vain  hope  of  rising  to  an  equality  with 
the  whites,  and  of  assisting  in  abolishing  American  slavery) 

We  offer  no  opinion,  here,  of  our  own,  as  to  the  present  social 
and  moral  condition  of  the  free  colored  people  in  the  North. 
What  it  was  at  the  time  of  the  founding  of  Liberia,  has  already 
been  shown.  On  this  subject  we  might  quote  largely  from  the 
proceedings  of  the  Conventions  of  the  colored  people,  and  the 
writings  of  their  editors,  so  as  to  produce  a  dark  picture  indeed ; 
but  this  would  be  cruel,  as  their  voices  are  but  the  wailings  of 
sensitive  and  benevolent  hearts,  while  weeping  over  the  moral 
desolations  that,  for  ages,  have  overwhelmed  their  people.  Nor 
shall  we  multiply  testimony  on  the  subject ;  but  in  this,  as  in  the 
case  of  Canada  and  the  West  Indies,  allow  the  abolitionists  to 
speak  of  their  own  schemes.  The  Hon.  Gerrit  Smith,  in  his  letter 
to  Governor  Hunt,  of  New  York,  in  1852,  while  speaking  of  his 
ineffectual  efforts,  for  fifteen  years  past,  to  prevail  upon  the  free 
colored  people  to  betake  themselves  to  mechanical  and  agricul- 
tural pursuits,  says : 

"  Suppose,  moreover,  that  during  all  these  fifteen  years,  they 
had  been  quitting  the  cities,  where  the  mass  of  them  rot^  both 
physically  and  morally^  and  had  gone  into  the  country  to  become 
farmers  and  mechanics — suppose,  I  say,  all  this — ^and  who  would 
have  the  hardihood  to  afi&rm  that  the  Colonization  Society  lives 
upon  the  malignity  of  the  whites — ^but  it  is  true  that  it  lives  upon 
the  voluntary  degradation  of  the  Hooks.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
colored  people  are  more  debased  thaji  the  white  people  would  be 
if  persecuted,  oppressed  and  outraged  as  are  the  colored  people. 
But  I  do  say  that  they  are  debased,  deeply  debased ;  and  that  to 
recover  themselves  they  must  become  heroes,  self-denying  heroes, 
capable  of  achieving  a  great  moral  victory — ^a  two-fold  victory — 
a  victory  over  themselves  and  a  victory  over  their  enemies." 

The  New  York  Tribune^  September  22,  1855,  in  noticing  the 
movements  of  the  colored  people  of  New  York,  to  secure  to  them- 
selves equal  sufiOrage,  thus  gives  utterance  to  its  views  of  their 
moral  condition :  ^ 

^^Most  earnestly  desiring  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Afric- 
American  race,  we  would  gladly  wean  them,  at  the  cost  of  some 
additional  ill-will,  from  the  sterile  path  of  political  agitation. 
They  can  help  win  their  rights  if  they  will,  but  not  by  jawing  for 
them.    One  negro  on  a  farm  which  he  has  cleared  or  bought 
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patiently  hewing  out  a  modest,  toilsome  independence,  is  worth 
more  to  the  cause  of  eqnal  sufirage  than  three  in  an  Ethiopian  (or 
any  other)  convention,  clamoring  against  white  oppression  with 
all  the  fire  of  a  Spartacus.  It  is  not  logical  conviction  of  the 
justice  of  their  claims  that  is  needed,  but  a  prevalent  belief  that 
they  would  form  a  wholesome  and  desirable  element  of  the  body 
politic.  Their  color  exposes  them  to  much  unjust  and  damaging 
prejudice ;  but  if  their  degradation  were  but  skin-deep,  they  might 

easily  overcome  it Of  course,  we  understand  that  the  evil 

we  contemplate  is  complex  and  retroactive — that  the  political 
degradation  of  the  blacks  is  a  cause  as  well  as  a  consequence  of 
their  moral  debasement.  Had  they  never  been  enslaved,  they 
would  not  now  be  so  abject  in  soul ;  had  they  not  been  so  abject, 
they  could  not  have  been  enslaved.  Our  aborigines  might  have 
been  crushed  into  slavery  by  overwhelming  force ;  but  they  could 
never  have  been  made  to  live  in  it.  The  black  man  who  feels 
insulted  in  that  he  is  called  a  '  nigger,'  therein  attests  the  degra- 
dation of  his  race  more  forcibly*  than  does  the  blackguard  at  whom 
he  takes  offense ;  for  negro  is  no  further  a  term  of  opprobrium 

than  the  character  of  the  blacks  has  made  it  so If  the  blacks 

of  to-day  were  all  or  mainly  such  men  as  Samuel  K.  Ward  or 
Frederick  Douglass,  nobody  would  consider  '  negro '  an  invidious 
or  reproachful  designation. 

'^  The  blacks  of  our  State  ought  to  enjoy  the  common  rights  of 
man ;  but  they  stand  greatly  in  need  of  the  spirit  in  which  those 
rights  have  been  won  by  other  races.  They  will  never  win  them 
as  white  men's  barbers,  waiters,  ostlers  and  boot  blacks ;  that  is 
to  say,  the  tardy  and  ungracious  concession  of  the  right  of  sufiB*age, 
which  they  may  ultimately  wrench  from  a  reluctant  community, 
will  leave  tliem  still  the  political  as  well  as  social  inferiors  of  the 
whites — excluded  from  all  honorable  oflBce,  and  admitted  to  white 
men's  tables  only  as  waiters  and  plate-washers — unless  they  shall 
meantime  have  wrought  out,  through  toil,  privation  and  suffering, 
an  intellectual  and  essential  enfranchisement.  At  present,  white 
men  dread  to  be  known  isis  friendly  to  the  black,  because  of  the 
never-ending,  still-beginning  importunities  to  help  this  or  that 
negro  object  of  charity  or  philanthrophy  to  which  such  a  reputa- 
tion inevitably  subjects  them.  Nine-tenths  of  the  free  blacks  have 
no  idea  of  setting  themselves  to  work  except  as  the  hirelings  and 
servitors  of  white  men ;  no  idea  of  building  a  church,  or  accom- 
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plishiug  any  other  serious  enterprise,  except  through  beggary  of 
the  whites.  As  a  class,  the  blacks  are  indolent,  improvident, 
servile  and  licentious ;  and  their  inveterate  habit  of  appealing  to 
white  benevolence  or  compassion  whenever  they  realize  a  want  or 
encounter  a  difficulty,  is  eminently  baneful  and  enervating.  If 
they  could  never  more  obtain  a  dollar  until  they  shall  have  earned 
it,  many  of  them  would  suffer,  and  some  perhaps  starve ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  they  would  do  better  and  improve  faster  than  may  now 
be  reasonably  expected." 

In  tracing  the  causes  which  led  to  the  organization  of  the 
American  Colonization  Society,  the  statistics  of  the  penitentiaries 
down  to  1827,  were  given,  as  affording  an  index  to  the  moral  con- 
dition of  the  free  colored  people  at  that  period.  The  &cts  of  a 
similar  kind,  for  1850,  are  added  here,  to  indicate  their  present 
moral  condition.  The  statistics  are  compiled  from  the  Oompen- 
dium  of  the  Census  of  the  Qnited  States,  for  18i50,  and  published 

in  1854. 

» 

Tabular  Statement  of  the  number  of  ihe  native  and  foreign  white  populaiionj  the 
colored  population,  the  number  of  eadi  does  in  (he  Penitentiaries^  the  proportion  of 
the  convida  to  the  whole  number  of  each  claes,  the  proportion  of  colored  convicts 
over  the  foreign  and  also  over  the  native  whites,  in  the  four  States  named,  for  the 
year  1850: 

ClatH9,ete.  Man,  N,  Tort,  Penn,  Ohio, 

Native  WmTEB 819,044    2,888,830    1,953,276    1,732,698 

In  the  Penitentiary 264  835  205  291 

Being  1  out  of 3,102  2,860  9,528  5,954 

Foreign  WmTEs, 163,598       655,224        303,105       218,099 

In  the  Penitentiary, 125  545  123  71 

Being  1  out  of 1,308  1,202  2,464  8,077 

Colored  Population,  •.. .     9,P64  49,069  58,626  25,279 

In  the  Penitentiary, 47  257  109  44 

Being  1  out  of 192  190  492  574 

Colored       convicts      over 

foreign, 6.8  times  6.3  times  5  times  5.3  times 

Colored      convicts       over 

native  whites 16.1  times  15  times  19.3  times  10.8  times 

It  appears  from  those  figures,  ttiat  the  amount  of  crime  among 
the  colored  people  of  Massachusetts,  in  1850,  was  6^  times 
greater  than  the  amount  among  the  foreign  born  population  of 
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that  State,  and  that  the  amount,  in  the  four  States  named,  among  the 
firee  colored  people,  averages  five-and-three-quartera  times  more, 
in  proportion  to  their  numbers,  than  it  does  among  the  foreign 
population,  and  over  fifteen  times  more  than  it  does  among  the 
native  whites.  It  will  be  instructive,  also,  to  note  the  moral  con- 
dition of  the  free  colored  people  in  Massachusetts,  the  great  center 
of  abolitionism,  where  they  have  enjoyed  ec[ual  rights  ever  sinde 
1780.  'Strange  to  say,  there  is  nearly  three  times  as  much  among 
them,  in  that  State,  as  exists  among  those  of  Ohio  I  More  than 
this  will  be  useful  to  note,  as  it  regards  the  direction  of  the  emi'^ 
gration  of  the  free  colored  people.  Massachusetts,  in  1850,  had 
but  2,687  colored  persons  born  out  of  the  State,  while  Ohio  had 
12,662  born  out  of  her  limits.  Take  another  fact:  the  increase, 
yer  cent.^  of  the  colored  population,  in  the  whole  New  England 
States,  was,  during  the  ten  years,  from  1840  to  1850,  but  l-nrv) 
while  in  Ohio,  it  was,  during  that  time,  45rrV 

There  is  another  point  worthy  of  notice.  Though  the  New 
England, abolition  States  have  offered  equal  political  rights  to  the 
colored  man,  it  has  afforded  him  little  temptation  to  emigrate  into 
their  bounds.  On  the  contrary,  several  of  these  States  have  been 
diminishing  their  free  colored  population,  for  many  years  past^ 
and  none  of  them  can  have  had  accessions  of  colored  immigrants ; 
as  is  abundantly  proved  by  the  fact,  that  their  additions,  of  this 
class  of  persons,  have  not  exceeded  the  natural  increase  of  the 
resident  colored  population.*  Another  fact  is  equally  as  instruc- 
tive. It  will  be  noted,  that,  in  Ohio,  the  largest  increase  of  tibe 
free  colored  population,  is  in  the  anti-abolition  counties — the  abo- 
lition counties,  often,  having  increased  very  little,  indeed,  between 
1840  and  1850.  But  the  most  curious  fact  is,  that  the  largest 
majorities  for  the  abolition  candidate  for  governor,  in  1855,  were(^ 
in  the  counties  having  the  fewest  colored  people,  while  the  largest  \ 
V  majorities  against  him,  were  in  those  having  the  largest  numbers y 
/  of  free  negroes  and  mullatoes.f  From  these  facts,  both  in  regard^ 
to  New  England  and  Ohio,  one  of  two  conclusions  may  be  logic- 
ally deduced :  Either  the  colored  people  find  so  little  sympathy 
from  the  abolitionists,  that  they  will  not  live  among  them ;  or  else 
their  presence,  in  any  community,  in  large  numbers,  tends  tocuTQ 
the  whites  of  all  tendencies  toward  practical  abolitionism  I  / 

♦  See  Table  IV,  Appendix.  f  See  Table  V,  Appendix. 
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CHAPTER   XVI. 

DisappoiDtment  of  English  and  American  Abolitionists — Their  failure  attri- 
buted to  the  inherent  evils  of  Slavery — Their  want  of  discrimination — The 
•differences  in  the  system  in  the  British  Colonies  and  in  the  United  States — 
Colored  people  of  United  States  vastly  in  advance  of  all  others — Success  of 
the  Gospel  among  the  Slaves — Democratic  Beview  on  African  civilization — 
Vexation  of  Abolitionists  at  their  failure— Their  apology  not  to  be  accepted— 

*  Xiberia  attests  its  falsity — The  barrier  to  the  colored  man's  elevation  remov- 
able only  by  Colonization — Colored  men  begin  to  see  it — Chambers,  of  Edin- 
burgh— His  testimony  on  the  crushing  efifects  of  New  England's  treatment 
of  colored  people — Charges  Abolitionists  with  insincerity — Approves  Colo- 
nization— Abolition  violence  rebuked  by  an  English  clergyman. 

The  condition  of  the  free  colored  people  can  now  be  under- 
stood. The  results,  in  their  case,  are  vastly  different  from  what 
was  anticipated,  when  British  philanthropists  sacceeded  in  West 
India  emancipation.  They  are  very  different,  also,  from  what 
was  expected  by  American  abolitionists:  so  different,  indeed, 
tiiat  their  disappointment  is  fully  manifeated,  in  the  extracts  made 
from  their  published  documents.  As  an  apology  for  the  failure, 
it  seems  to  be  &eir  aim  to  create  the  belief,  that  the  dreadful 
moral  depravation,  existing  in  the  West  Indies,  is  wholly  o^ng 
to  the  demoralizing  tendencies  of  slavery.  They  speak  of  tliis 
effect  as  resulting  from  laws  inherent  in  the  system,  which  have 
TO  exceptions,  and  must  be  equally  as  active  in  the  United  States 
as  in  the  British  colonies.  But  in  their  zeal  to  cast  odium  on 
slavery,  they  prove  too  much — ^for,  if  this  be  true,  it  follows,  that 
the  slave  population  of  the  United  States  must  be  equally  debased 
with  that  of  Jamaica,  and  as  much  disqualified  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  freemen,  as  both  have  been  subjected  to  the  operations 
of  tlie  same  system.  This  is  not  all.  The  logic  of  the  argument 
would  extend  even  to  our  free  colored  people,  and  include  them, 
according  to  the  American  Missionary  Association,  in  the  dire 
effects  of  '^  that  enduring  legacy  which,  with  its  foul,  pestilential 
influences,  still  blights,  like  the  mildew  of  death,  every  thing  in 
society  that  should  be  lovely,  virtuous,  and  of  good  report." 
Now,  were  it  believed,  generally,  that  the  colored  people  of  the 
United  States  are  equally  as  degraded  as  ihose  oi  Jamaica,  upon 
what  grounds  could  any  one  advocate  the  admission  of  the  blacks 
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to  eqnal  social  and  political  privileges  with  the  whites  ?  Oer- 
tainlj,  no  Ohristian  family  or  community  wonld  willingly  admit 
Bach  men  to  terms  of  social  or  political  equality!  This,  we 
repeat,  is  the  logical  conclusion  from  the  Reports  of  the  Ameri- 
can Missionary  Association  and  the  American  and  Foreign  Anti- 
Slavery  Society — ^a  conclusion^  too,  the  more  certain,  as  it  makes 
no  exceptions  between  the  condition  of  the  colored  people  under 
the  slavery  of  Jamaica  and  under  that  of  the  United  States. 

But  in  this,  as  in  much  connected  with  slavery,  abolitionists 
have  taken  too  limited  a  view  of  the  subject.  They  have  not 
properly  discriminaited  between  tlie  effects  of  the  original  barbar-^ 
ism  of  the  negroes,  and  those  produced  by  the  more  or  less  favor- 
able influences  to  which  they  were  afterward  subjected  under  sla- 
very. This  point  deserves  special'  notice.  According  to  the  best 
authorities,  the  colored  people  of  Jamaica,  for  nearly  three  hun- 
dred years,  were  entirely  without  the  gospel;  and  it  gained  a 
permanent  footing  among  them,  only  at  a  few  points,  at  their 
emancipation,  twenty-five  years  ago ;  66  that,  when  liberty  reached 
them,  the  great  mass  of  the  Africans,  in  the  British  West  Indies, 
were  heathen.*  Let  tis  understand  the  reason  of  this.  Slavety 
is  not  an  element  of  human  progress,  under  which  the  mind 
nepeeearily  becomes  enlightened ;  but  Christianity  is  the  primaf^ 
dement  of  progress,  and  can  elevate  the  savage,  whether  in  bofi£ 
age  or  in  freedom,  if  its  principles  are  taught  him  in  his  youth. 
The  slavery  of  Jamaica  began  with  savage  men.  For  three  hun- 
dred years,  its  slaves  were  destitute  of  the  gospel,  and  theirlSar- 
bar'ism  was  left  to  perpetuate  itself.  But  in  the  United  States, 
the  Africans  were  brought  under  the  influence  of  Ohristianity,  on 
their  first  introduction,  over  two  hundred  and  thirty  years  siiicie, 
and  have  continued  to  enjoy  its  teachings,  in  a  greater  or  less 
degree,  to  the  present  moment.  The  disappearance  from  among 
our  colored  people,  of  the  savage  condition  of  the  human  mind — ^ 
the  incapacity  to  comprehend  religious  truths — and  its  continued 
existence  among  those  of  Jamaica,  can  now  be  understood.  The 
opportunities  enjoyed  by  the  former,  for  advancement,  over  the 
latter,  have  been  six  to  one.  With  these  facts  before  the  mind,  it 
is  not  diflScult  to  perceive  that  the  colored  population  of  Jamaiea 


•  Rev.  Mr.  Phillippo,  for  twenty  years  a  mlBsionary  in  Jamaica,  in  his  *' Ja- 
maica, its  Past  and  Preseat  Ck>ndition." 
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can  not  but  still  labor  ander  the  disadvantages  of  hereditary  bar- 
barism and  involuntary  servitude,  with  the  superadded  misfor- 
tune of  being  inadequiitely  supplied  with  Christian  instruction, 
along  with  their  recent  acquisition  of  freedom.  But  while  all 
this  must  be  admitted,  of  the  colored  people  of  Jamaica,  it  is 
not  true  of  those  of  our  own  country ;  for,  long  since,  they  have 
cast  oJBT  the  heathenism  of  their  fathers,  and  have  become  enlight- 
ened in  a  very  encouraging  degree.  Hence  it  is,  that  the  colored 
people  of  the  United  States,  both  bond  and  free,  have  made  vastly 
greater  progress,  than  those  of  the  British  West  Indies,  in  their 
knowledge  of  moral  duties  and  the  requirements  of  the  gospel : 
and  hence,  too,  it  is,  that  Gerrit  Smith  is  right,  in  asserting  that 
the  demoralized  condition  of  the  great  mass  of  the  free  colored 
people,  in  our  cities,  is  inexcusable,  and  deserving  of  the  utmost 
reprobation,  because  it  is  voluntary — they  knowing  their  duty  but 
abandoning  themselves  to  degrading  habits. 

This  brings  us  to  another  point  of  gi*eat  moment.  It  will  be 
denied  by  but  few — and  by  none  maintaining  the  natural  equality 
of  the  races — that  the  free  colored  people  of  the  United  States 
are  sufSciently  enlightened,  to  be  elevated  by  education,  in  an 
encouraging  degree,  where  proper  restraints  from  vice,  and  en- 
couragements to  virtue  prevail.  A  lai'ge  portion,  even,  of  the 
slave  population,  are  similarly  enlightened.  We  speak  not  of  the 
state  of  the  morals  of  either  class. 

As  the  public  are  not  well  informed,  in  relation  to  the  extent 
to  which  the  religious  instruction  of  the  slaves  at  the  South  pre- 
vails, the  following  information  will  prove  interesting,  and  show 
that  a  good  work  has  long  been  in  progress,  and  has  been  pro- 
ducing its  fruits : 

^^  The  South  Carolina  Methodist  Conference  have  a  missionary 
committee  devoted  entirely  to  promoting  the  religious  instruction 
of  the  slave  population,  which  has  been  in  existence  twenty-six 
years.  The  Beport*  of  the  last  year  shows  a  greater  degree  of 
activity  than  is  generally  known.  They  have  twenty-six  mission- 
ary stations  in  which  thirty-two  missionaries  are  employed.  The 
Beport  affirms  that  public  opinion  in  South  Carolina  is  decidedly 
.in  favor  of  the  religious  instruction  of  slaves,  and  that  it  has 
become  far  more  general  and  systematic  than  formerly.    It  also 

*  New  York  EvangeUst^  1858. 


ECONOMICAL   RELATIONS   OF    SLAVERY.       157 

claims  a  gi*eat  degree  of  saccesa  to  have  attended  the  labors  of 
the  missionaries.'' 

The  Eeport  of  the  Missionary  Board,  of  the  Louisiana  Oonfer- 
ence,  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Ohurch,  1855,  says  :* 

'^It  is  stated  upon  good  anthoritj,  that  the  number  of  colored 
members  in  the  Ohurch  South,  exceeds  that  of  the  entire  mem- 
bership of  all  the  Protestant  missions  in  the  world.  What  an 
enterprise  is  this  committed  to  our  care  I  The  position  we,  of 
the  Methodist  Ohurch  South,  have  taken  for  the  African,  has,  to 
a  great  extent,  cut  us  off  from  the  sympathy  of  the  Ohristian 
Ohurch  throughout  the  world ;  and  it  behooves  us  to  make  good 
this  position  in  the  sight  of  God,  of  angels,  of  men,  of  churches, 
and  to  our  own  consciences,  by  presenting  before  the  throne  of 
His  glory  multitudes  of  the  souls  of  these  benighted  ones  aban- 
doned to  our  care,  as  the  seals  of  our  ministry.  Already  Lousiana 
promises  to  be  one  vast  plantation.  Let  us — we  must  gird  our- 
selves for  this  Heaven-born  enterprise  of  siipplying  the  pure 
gospel  to  the  slave.  The  great  question  is.  How  can  the  greatest 
number  be  preached  to  ? — ^The  building  roadside  chapels  is  as  yet 
the  best  solution  of  it.  In  some  cases  planters  build  so  as  to 
accommodate  adjoining  plantations,  and  by  this  means  the 
preacher  addresses  three  himdred  or  more  slaves,  instead  of  one 
hundred  or  less.  Economy  of  this  kind  is  absolutely  essential 
where  the  labor  of  the  missionary  is  so  much  needed  and 
demanded. 

^'On  the  Lafourche  and  Bayou  Black  Missionwork,  several 
chapels  are  in  process  of  erection,  upon  a  plan  which  enables  the 
slave,  as  his  master,  to  make  an  offering  towards  building  a  house 
of  God.  Instead  of  money,  the  hands  subscribe  labor.  Timber 
is  plenty ;  many  of  the  servants  are  carpenters.  Upon  many  of 
the  plantations  are  saw  mills.  Here  is  much  material;  what 
hindereth  that  we  should  build  a  church  on  every  tenth  plantation? 
Let  us  maintain  our  policy  steadily.  Time  and  diligence  are 
required  to  effect  substantial  good,  especially  in  this  department 
of  labor.  Let  us  continue  to  ask  for  buildings  adapted  to  the 
worship  of  God,  and  set  apart ;  to  urge,  when  practicable,  the 
preaching  to  blacks  in  the  presence  of  their  masters,  their  over^ 
seers,  and  the  neighbors  generally." 


*  New  York  Observer,  March,  1856. 
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^^  One  of  the  effects  of  the  great  revival  among  colored  people 
has  been  the  establishment  of  a  regular  system  of  prayer-meetings 
for  their  benefit.  Meetings  are  held  every  night  during  the  week 
at  the  tobacco  factories,  the  proprietors  of  which  have  been  kind 
enough  to  place  those  edifices  at  the  disposal  of  the  colored 
brethren.  The  owners  of  the  several  factories  preside  over  these 
meetings,  and  the  most  absolute  good  conduct  is  exhibited.''* 

"In  Newbern,  N.  C,  the  slaves  have  a  large  church  of  their 
own,  which'  is  well  attended.  They  pay  a  salary  of  $500  per  an- 
num to  their  white  minister.  They  have  likewise  a  negro  preacher 
in  their  employ,  whom  they  purchased  from  his  master.f 

And  Newbern  in  this  respect  is  not  isolated.  For  in  nearly 
every  town  of  any  size  in  the  Southern  States,  the  colored  people 
have  their  churches,  and  what  is  more  than  is  always  known  at 
the  North,  they  sustain  tJieir  ohurches  and  pay  their  ministere^X 

"  Resolved^  that  the  religious  instruction  of  our  colored  popu- 
lation be  affectionately  and  earnestly  commended  to  the  ministry 
and  eldership  of  our  churches  generally,  as  opening  to  us  a  field 
of  most  obligatory  and  interesting  Christian  effort,  in  which  we 
are  called  to  labor  more  faithfully  and  fully,  by  our  regard  for  our 
social  interests,  as  well  as  by  the  higher  considerations  of  duty  to 
God  and  the  souls  of  our  fellow  men.|| 

The  following  extracts  are  copied  from  the  Ifew  York  Observer^ 
of  the  present  year: 

The  Presbytery  of  Eoanoke,  Vir^nia,  (O.  S.)  has  addressed  a 
Pastoral  letter,  on  the  instruction  of  the  colored  people,  to  the 
churches  under  its  91^,  and  ordered  the  same  to  be  read  in  all 
the  churches  of  the  Presbytery,  in  those  that  are  vacant,  as  well 
as  where  there  are  pastors  or  stated  supplies.  It  commences  by 
saying:  "  Among  the  important  interests  of  the  kingdom  bf  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ,  which  have  claimed  our  special  attention 
since  the  organization  of  the  Presbytery  in  April  last, — ^that  tiie 
work  of  the  Lord  may  be  vigorously  and  efficiently  carried  for- 
ward within  our  bounds, — tJie  religioua  instruction  of  the  colored 
pecplcyia  hardly  to  be  placed  second  to  any  other."    Afler  speak- 


♦  LynMurgh  (Va.)  Courier,  quoted  by  African  JRepository,  January,  1858. 
f  Southern  Monitor,  quoted  by  African  Bipoaitory,  January,  1858. 
,t  Express — Ibid. 
II  Synod  of  Virginia,  quoted  by  African  Bqnsitori/,  1858. 
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iog  of  the  obstacles  and  encouragements  to  the  work,  it  gives  the 
following  statistics : 

.  "In  the  Presbytery  of  Charleston,  S.  C,  1637  out  of  2889 
members,  or  considerably  over  one-half,  are  colored.  In  the 
whole  Synod  of  South  Carolina,  6,009  out  of  13,074,  are  colored 
members.  The  Presbyteries  of  Mississippi  and  Central  Missis- 
sippi, of  Tuscaloosa  and  South  Alabama,  of  Georgia,  of  Con? 
cord,  and  Fayetteville,  also  show  many  churches  with  large  pro- 
portions of  colored  communicants,  from  one-third  to  one-seventh 
of  the  whole.  Our  own  Presbytery  reports  276  out  of  1737  mem- 
bers. In  the  whole  of  the  above  mentioned  bodies,  there  are 
9,076  colored,  out  of  33,667  communicants.  Among  the  churches 
of  these  Presbyteries,  we  find  twenty  with  an  aggregate  colored 
membership  of  3,600,  or  an  average  of  130  to  each.  We  find 
also,  such  large  figures  as  these,  260,  333,  356,  625 1  These  facts 
speak  for  themselves  and  forbid  discouragement." 

Speaking  of  the  obligations  to  instruct  this  class,  the  letter 
says : 

^^  Bqt  these  people  are  among  us,  at  our  doors,  in  our  own 
fields,  and  around  our  firesides  I  If  they  need  instruction,  then 
the  command  of  our  Lord,  and  every  obligation  of  benevolence, 
call  us  to  the  work  of  teaching  them,  with  all  industry,  the  doc- 
trines of  Christ.  The^r*^  and  kindest  outgoings  of  our  Chris- 
tian compassion  should  be  toward  them.  They  are  not  only  near 
us,  but  are  also  entirely  dependent  upon  us.  As  to  all  means  of 
securing  religious  privileges  for  themselves,  and  as  to  energy  and 
self-directing  power,  they  are  but  children; — forced  to  look  to  their 
masters  for  every  supply.  From  this  arises  ah  obligation,  at  once 
imperative,  and  of  most  solemn  and  momentous  significance  to  us, 
to  make  thorough  provision  for  their  religious  instruction,  to  the 
full  extent  that  we  are  able  to  provide  it  for  ourselves.  This  obli- 
gation acquires  great  additioniEil  force  when  it  is  ftirther  considered, 
that  besides  proximity  and  dependence,  they  are  indeed  members 
of  our  *  liovseliolds?  As  the  three  hundred  and  eighteen  '  trained 
servants'  of  Abraham  were  *born  in  his  own  house;'  i.  e.,  were 
bom  and  bred  as  members  of  his  hotisehold^  so  are  our  servants. 
Of  course  no  argument  is  needed,  to  show  that  every  man  is 
bound  by  high  and  sacred  obligations,  for  the  discharge  of  which 
he  must  give  account,  to  provide  his  family  suitably,  or  to  the 
extent  of  his  ability,  with  the  means  of  grace  and  salvation. 
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After  dwelling  on  the  duties  of  the  ministry,  the  letter  goes  on : 
^^Bat  the  work  of  Christianizing  onr  colored  population  can 
never  be  accomplished  by  the  labors  of  the  ministry  alone,  un- 
aided by  the  hearty  co-operation  of  families,  by  carrying  on  a 
system  of  home  instruction.  We  must  begin  with  the  children. 
For  if  the  children  of  our  servants  be  left  to  themselves  during 
their  early  years,  this  neglect  must  of  necessity  beget  two  enor- 
mous evils.  Evil  habits  will  be  rapidly  acquired  and  strength- 
ened ;  since  if  children  are  not  learning  good,  they  will  be  learn- 
ing what  is  bad.  And  having  thus  grown  up  both  ignorant  and 
vicious,  they  will  have  no  inclination  to  go  to  the  Lord's  house ; 
or  if  they  should  go,  their  minds  will  be  found  so  dark,  so  en- 
tirely unacquainted  with  the  rudimental  language  and  truths  of 
the  gospel,  that  much  of  the  preaching  must  at  first  prove  unin- 
telligible, unprofitable  at  the  time,  and  so  uninteresting  as  to  dis- 
courage further  attendance.  In  every  regard,  therefore,  masters 
are  bound  to  see  that  religious  instruction  is  provided  at  home 
for  their  people,  especially  for  the  young. 

^^  If  there  be  no  other  to  undertake  the  work,  (the  mistress,  or 
the  children  of  the  family,)  the  master  is  bound  to  deny  himself 
and  discharge  the  duty.  It  is  for  him  to  see  that  the  thing  is 
properly  done ;  for  the  Whole  responsibility  rests  on  him  at  last. 
It  usually,  however,  devolves  upon  the  mistress,  or  upon  the 
younger  members  of  the  family,  where  there  are  children  quali- 
fied for  it,  to  perform  this  service.  Soiiie  of  our  young  men,  and, 
to  their  praise  be  it  spoken^  still  more  of  our  young  women,  have 
willingly  given  themselves  to  this  self-denying  labor ;  in  aid  of 
their  parents,  or  as  a  duty  which  they  themselves  owe  to  Christ 
their  Redeemer,  and  to  their  fellow  creatures.  We  take  this 
occasion,  gladly,  to  bid  all  these  ^  Ood  speed '  in  their  work  of 
love.  ^  Co-workers  together  with  us,  we  praise  you  for  this.  We 
bid  you  take  courage.  Let  no  dullness,  indifference,  or  neglect, 
weary  out  your  patience.  You  are  laboring  for  Christ,  and  for 
precious  souls.  You  are  doing  a  work  the  importance  of  which 
eternity  will  fully  reveal.  You  will  be  blessed,  too,  in  your 
deed  even  now.  This  labor  will  prove  to  you  an  important  means 
of  grace.  You  will  have  something  to  pray  for,  and  will  enjoy 
the  pleasing  consciousness,  that  you  are  not  idlers  in  the  lA)rd's 
vineyard.  You  will  be  winning  stars  for  your  crowns  of  rejoic- 
ing through  eternity.    Grant  that  it  will  cost  you  much  self- 
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denial.     Can  yon,  notwithstanding,  consent  to  see  these  immortal 
beings  growing  np  in  ignorance  and  vice,  at  your  very  doors  ? 

"  The  methods  of  carrying  on  the  home  instmction  are  various, 
and  we  are  abundantly  supplied  with  the  needful  facilities.  We 
need  not  name  the  reading  of  the  Bible ;  and  judiciously  selected 
sermons,  to  be  read  to  the  adults  when  they  cannot  attend  preach- 
ing, should  not  be  omitted.  Catechetical  instruction,  by  means 
of  such  excellent  aids  as  our  own  ^  Catechism  for  young  children,' 
and  ^  Jones'  Catechism  of  Scripture  doctrine  and  practice,'  will 
of  course  be  resorted  to ;  together  with  teaching  them  hymns  and 
Binging  with  them.  The  reading  to  them,  for  variety,  such  en- 
gaging and  Instructive  stories  as  are  found  in  the  ^Children's 
column '  of  some  of  our  best  religious  papers ;  and  suitable  Sab- 
bath school,  or  other  juvenile  books,  such  as  '  The  Peep  of  Day,' 
'  Line  upon  Line,'  etc.,  will,  in  many  cases,  prove  an  excellent 
aid,  in  imbuing  their  minds  with  religious  truth.  Masters  should 
not  spare  expense  or  trouble^  to  provide  liberally  these  various 
helps  to  those  who  take  this  work  in  hand,  to  aid  and  encourage 
them  to  the  utmost  in  their  self-denying  toil. 

"  Brethren,  the  time  is  propitious  to  urge  your  attention  to  this 
important  duty.  A  deep  and  constantly  increasing  interest  in  the 
work,  is  felt  throughout  the  South.  Just  at  this  time,  also,  ex- 
tensively throughout  portions  of  our  territory,  an  unusual  awaken- 
ing has  been  showing  itself  among  the  colored  people.  It  be- 
comes us,  and  it  is  of  vital  importance  on  every  account,  by 
judicious  instruction,  both  to  guide  the  movement,  and  to  improve 
the  opportunity. 

"  We  commend  this  whole  great  interest  to  the  Divine  blessing ; 
and,  under  God,  to  your  conscientious  reflection,  to  devise  the 
proper  ways ;  and  to  your  faithful  Christian  zeal,  to  accomplish 
whatever  your  wisdom  may  devise  and  approve." 

The  Mobile  Daily  Tribune^  in  referring  to  the  religious  train- 
ing of  the  slaves,  says:* 

^^Few  persons  are  aware  of  the  efforts  that  are  continually 
in  progress,  in  a  quiet  way,  in  the  various  Southern  States,  for 
the  moral  and  religious  improvement  of  the  negroes — of  the 
bumber  of  clergymen  of  good  families,  accomplished  education, 
and  often  of  a  high  degree  of  talent,  who  devote  their  whole  time 


*  Quoted  in  African  Bepository,  April,  1858. 
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and  energies  to  this  work ;  or  of  the  many  laymen — almost  in- 
variably slaveholders  themselves — who  sustain  them  by  their 
purses  and  by  their  assistance  as  catechists,  Sunday  school  teach- 
ers, and  the  like.  These  men  do  not  make  platform  speeches,  or 
talk  in  public  on  the  subject  of  their  '  mission,'  or  theorize  about 
the  ^  planes  '  on  which  they  stand :  they  are  too  busy  for  this,  but 
they  work  on  quietly  in  labor  and  self-denial,  looking  for  a  sort 
of  reward  very  different  from  the  applause  bestowed  upon  stump 
agitators.  Their  work  is  a  much  less  noisy  one,  but  its  results 
will  be  far  more  momentous.  , 

''  We  have  very  limited  information  on  this  subject,  for  the  very 
reasons  just  mentioned,  but  enough  to  give  some  idea  of  the  zeal 
with  which  these  labors  are  prosecuted  by  the  various  Christian 
denominations.  Thus,  among  the  Old  School  Presbyterians  it  is 
stated  that  about  one  hundred  ministers  are  engaged  in  the  re- 
ligious instruction  of  the  negroes  exclusively.  In  South  Carolina 
alone  there  are  forty-five  churches  or  chapels 'of  die  Episcopal 
Church,  appropriated  exclusively  to  negroes  ;  thirteen  clergymen 
devote  to  them  their  whole  time,  and  twenty-seven  a  portion  of  it ; 
and  one  hundred  and  fifty  persons  of  the  same  faith  are  engage! 
in  imparting  to  them  catechetical  instruction.  There  are  other 
States  which  would  furnish  similar  statistics  if  they  could  be 
obtained. 

^'It  is  in  view  of  such  fSEicts  as  these,  that  one  of  our  cotempo- 
raries,  (the  Philadelphia  Inquirer^  though  not  free  from  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  anti-slavery  proclivity,  makes  the  following  candid 
admission : 

"'The  introduction  of  African  slavery  into  the  colonies  of 
North.  America,  though  doubtless  brought  about  by  wicked  means, 
may  in  the  end  accomplish  great  good  to  Africa ;  a  good,  per- 
haps, to  be  effected  in  no  other  way.  Hundreds  and  thousands 
have  already  been  saved,  temporally  and  spiritually,  who  other- 
wise must  have  perished.  Through  these  and  their  descendants 
it  is  that  civilization  and  Christianity  have  been  sent  back  to  the 
perishing  millions  of  Africa.' " 

The  Fourteenth  Annual  Report  of  the  Missionary  Society  of  the 
Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South,  1859,  says : 

"  In  our  colored  missions  great  good  has  been  accomplished  by 
the  labors  of  the  self-sacrificing  and  zealous  missionaries. 

''This  seems  to  be  at  home  our  most  appropriate  field  of  labor. 
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By  our  position  we  have  direct  access  to  those  for  whom  these 
missions  are  established.  Om*  duty  and  obligation  in  regard  to 
them  are  evident.  Increased  facilities  are  afforded  us,  and  open 
doors  invite  our  entrance  and  full  occupancy.  The  real  value  of 
these  missions  is  often  overlooked  or  forgotten  by  Ghurch  census- 
takers  and  statistic-reporters  of  our  benevolent  associations.  We 
can  but  repeat  that  this  field,  ^hich  seems  almost,  by  common 
consent,  to  be  left  for  our  occupancy,  is  one  of  the  most  important 
and  promising  in  the  history  of  missions.  At  home  even  its 
very  humility  obscures,  and  abroad  a  mistaken  philanthropy  re- 
pudiates its  claims.  But  still  the  fact  exists ;  and  when  we  look 
at  the  large  number  of  faithful,  pious,  and  self-sacrificing  mission- 
aries engaged  in  the  worky  the  wide  field  of  their  labors,  and  the 
happy  thousands  who  have  been  savingly  converted  to  God 
through  their  instrumentality,  we  can  but  perceive  the  propriety 
and  justice  of  assigning  to  these  missions  the  prominence  we 
have.  Indeed,  the  subject  assumes  an  importance  beyond  the 
conception  even  of  those  more  directly  engaged  in  this  great 
work,  when  it  is  remembered  that  these  missions  absolutely 
number  more  converts  to  Christianity,  according  to  statistics 
given,  than  all  the  members  of  all  other  missionary  societies 
combined." 

The  Tennessee  Conference  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church 
South,  in  their  Report  for  1859,  says : 

"  It  is  gratifying  that  so  much  has  been  done  for  the  evangeli- 
zation of  this  people.  In  addition  to  the  missions  presented  in 
our  report,  thousands  of  this  people  are  served  by  preachers  in 
charge  of  circuits  and  stations.  But  still  a  great  work  remains  to 
be  accomplished  among  the  negroes  within  your  limits.  New 
missions  are  needed,  and  increased  attention  to  the  work  in  this 
department  generally  demanded.  Heaven  devolves  an  immense 
responsibility  upon  us  with  reference  to  these  sable  sons  of  Ham. 
Providence  has  thrown  them  in  our  midst,  not  merely  to  be  our 
household  and  agricultural  servants,  but  to  be  served  by  us  with 
the  blessed  gospel  of  the  Son  of  God.  Let  us  then,  in  the  name 
of  Him  who  made  it  a  special  sign  of  his  Messiahship  that  the 
poor  had  the  gospel  preached  unto  them — ^let  us  in  his  name  go 
forth,  bearing  the  bread  of  life  to  these  poor  among  us,  and  open- 
ing to  them  all  the  sources  of  consolation  and  encouragement 
afforded  by  the  religion  of  Jesus." 
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The  Texas  Cgnference  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church 
South,  in  their  Beport  for  1S59,  say : 

"  At  the  last  Conference,  Gideon  W.  Cottingham  and  David 
W.  Fly  were  appointed  Conference  African  missionaries,  whose 
duties  were  to  travel  throughout  the  Conference,  visit  the  planters 
in  person,  and  organize  missions  in  regions  unsupplied.  They 
report  an  extensive  field  open,  and  truly  white  unto  the  harvest, 
and  have  succeeded  jLn  organizing  several  important  missions. 
All  the  planters,  questioned  upon  the  subject,  were  willing  to  give 
the  missionary  access  to  their  servants,  to  preach  and  catechize, 
not  only  on  the  Sabbath,  but  during  the  week.  And  this  willing- 
ness was  not  confined  to  the  professors  alone,  but  the  deepest 
interest  was  displayed  by  many  who  make  no  pretensions  to 
religion  whatever.  An  interest  shown  not  merely  by  giving  the 
missionary  access  to  their  servants,  but  by  their  pledging  their 
prompt  support.  The  servants  themselves  receive  the  word  with 
the  utmost  eagerness.  They  are  hungering  for  the  bread  of  life ; 
cm*  tables  are  loaded.  Shall  not  these  starving  souls  be  fed? 
Oases  of  appalling  destitution  are  found :  numbers  who  heard  for 
the  first  time  the  word  of  life  listened  eagerly  to  the  wonders  it 
unfolded.  The  Greeks  are  truly  at  our  doors,  heathens  growing 
up  in  our  midst,  revival  fire  flames  around  them,  a  polar  frost 
within  tBeir  hearts.  God  help  the  Church  to  take  care  of  these 
perishing  souls !  Our  anniversaries  are  usually  scenes  of  unmin- 
gled  joy.  With  our  sheaves  in  our  hands,  we  come  from  the 
harvest  field,  and  though  sad  that  so  little  has  been  done,  yet 
rejoicing  that  we  have  the  privilege  of  laying  any  pledge  of  de- 
votion upon  the  altar." 

The  Mississippi  Conference  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church, 
in  their  Keport  for  1859,  say : 

^'  We  are  cheered  to  see  a  growing  interest  among  our  planters 
and  slave-owners  in  our  domestic  missions.  Still  that  interest  is 
not  what  the  importance  of  the  subject  demands.  While  few  are 
willing  to  bar  their  servants  all  gospel  privileges,  there  is  a  great 
want  in  many  places  of  suitable  houses  for  public  worship.  Too 
many  masters  think  that  to  permit  the  missionary  to  come  on  the 
plantation,  and  preach  in  the  gin,  or  mill,  or  elsewhere,  as  cir- 
cumstances may  dictate,  is  their  onjjr  duty,  especially  if  the  mis- 
sionary gets  his  bread.  None  of  the  attendant  circumstances  of 
a  neat  church,  and  suitable  Sunday  apparel,  etc.,  to  cheer  and 
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gladden  the  heart  on  the  holy  Sabbath,  aind  cause  its  gra1:efiil 
thanksgiving  to  go  np  as  clouds  of  incense  before  Him,  are 
thought  necessary  by  many  masters. 

"Notwithstanding,  we  are  cheered  by  a  brightening  prospect. 
Christian  masters  are  building  churches  for  their  servants.  Own- 
ers in  many  places  are  adopting  the  wise  policy  of  erecting  their 
churches  so  as  to  bring  two,  three,  or  more  plantations  together 
for  preaching.  This  plan  is  so  consonant  with  the  gospel  econ- 
omy, and  so  advantageous  every  way,  that  it  must  become  the 
uniform  practice  of  all  our  missionary  operations  among  the 
slaves.  Our  late  Conference  wisely  adopted  a  resolution,  encour- 
aging the  building  of  churches  for  the  accommodation  of  several 
plantations  together,  wherever  it  can  be  done." 

The  South  Carolina  Conference  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal 
Church,  in  their  Report  for  1859,  say: 

"Meanwhile  the  increasing  claims  of  the  destitute  colored 
population  must  not  be  ignored.  New  fields  are  opening  before 
us,  the  claims  of  which  are  pressed  with  an  earnestness  which 
nothing  but  deeply-felt  necessity  could  dictate.  And  the*  question 
is  pressed  upon  us,  What  shall  we  do  ?  Must  not  the  contribu- 
tions of  the  Church  be  more  liberal  and  more  systematic  i  Must 
not  the  friends  of  the  enterprise  become  more  zealous  ?  Will  not 
the  wealthy  patrons  of  our  society,  whose  people  are  served,  con- 
tribute a  sum  equal  in  the  aggregate  to  the  salary  of  the  mission- 
aries who  serve  their  people  I  This  done,  and  every  claim  urged 
upon  your  Board  shall  be  honored. 

"  This  is  wondrous  work !  Qod  loves  it,  honors  it,  blesses  it  I 
He  has  crowned  it  with  success.  The  old  negro  has  abandoned 
his  legendary  rites,  and  haa  sought  and  found  favor  with  God 
through  Jesus  Christ.  The  catechumens  haive  received  into  their 
hearts  the  gracious  instructions  given  by  the  missionary,  and 
scores  of  them  are  converted  annually,  and  become  worthy  mem- 
bers of  the  Church.  Here  lies  the  most  inviting  field  of  labor. 
To  instruct  these  children  of  Ham  in  the  plan  of  salvation,  to 
preoccupy  their  minds  with  "the  truth  as  it  is  in  Jesus,"  to  see 
them  renounce  the  superstitions  of  their  forefathers,  and  embrace 
salvation's  plan,  would  make  an  angel's  heart  rejoice." 

Failing  in  securing  the  Reports  of  the  Baptists  at  the  South, 
we  are  unable  to  exhibit  in  detail,  thdir  operations  among  the 
slave  population.    The  same  failure  has  also  occurred  in  refer- 
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ence  to  the  Cumberland  Presbyterians,  and  some  of  the  other 
denominations  at  the  South.  The  statistics,  taken  from  the 
Southern  Baptist  Register^  will  indicate  the  extent  of  their  suc- 
cess. The  following  statement  made  up  from  the  Annual 
Reports  of  the  Churches  named,  or  from  the  Register^  shows  the 
extent  to  which  the  slave  population,  in  the  entire  South,  have 
been  brought  under  the  influence  of  the  gospel,  and  led  to  pro- 
fess their  faith  in  the  Saviour : 

Methodist  Episcopal  Church   South, 188,000 

Methodist  JEpiscopal  Church  North,*  in  Va.  and  Md., 15,000 

Missionary  and  Anti-Missionary  Baptist, 175,000 

General  Assembly  Presbyterian,  (0.  S.,) 12,000 

Greneral  Assembly  Presbyterian,  (N.  8.,)  estimated 6,000 

Cumberland   Presbyterians, 20,000 

Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  estimated 7,000 

Christian  Church, 10,000 

All  other  denominations, 20,000 

ToUl 453,000 

• 

The  remark  has  been  made,  in  two  of  the  reports  quoted,  that 
the  number  of  slaves  brought  into  the  Christian  Church,  as  a 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  the  African  race  into  the 
United  States,  exceeds  all  the  converts  made,  throughout  the 
heathen  world,  by  the  whole  missionaiy  force  employed  by  Pro- 
testant Christendom.  Newcomb's  Encyclopedia  of  Missions,  1856, 
gives  the  whole  number  of  converts  in  the  Protestant  Christian 
missions  in  Asia,  Africa,  Pacific  islands.  West  Indies,  and  North 
American  Indians  at  211,389;  but  more  recent  estimates  make 
the  number  approximate  250,000 :  thus  showing  that  the  number 
of  African  converts  in  the  Southern  States,  is  almost  double  the 
whole  number  of  heathen  converts.  It  is  well  enough  to  observe 
here,  that  these  facts  are  not  given  to  prove  that  slavery  should  be 
adopted  as  a  means  of  converting  the  heathen,  but  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  mode  in  which  Divine  Providence  is  working  for  the 
salvation  of  the  African  race. 

Our  opinion  as  to  the  advancement  of  the  free  colored  people 
of  the  United  States,  in  general  intelligence,  does  not  stand  alone. 

*  The  Methodist  Episcopal  tlhurch  North,  in  1858,  had  a  total  of  22,326  of 
colored  memhers,  in  all  the  States. 
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It  is  Bostaincd  by  high  authority,  not  of  the  abolition  school. 
The  Democratic  Review^  of  1852,*  when  discussing  the  question 
of  their  ability  to  conquer  and  civilize  Africa,  says : 

^^The  negro  race  has,  among  its  freemen  in  this  country,  a 
mass  of  men  who  are  eminently  fitted  for  deeds  of  daring.  They 
have  generally  been  engaged  in  employments  which  give  a  good 
deal  of  leisure,  and  stimulus  toward  improvement  of  the  mind. 
They  have  associated  much  more  freely  with  the  cultivated  and 
intelligent  white  than  even  with  their  own  color  of  the  same 
humble  station ;  and  on  such  terms  as  to  enable  them  to  acquire 
much  of  his  spirit,  and  knowledge,  and  valor.  The  free  blacks 
among  us  are  not  only  confident  and  well  informed,  but  they  have 
almost  all  seen  something  of  the  world.  They  are  pre-eminently 
locomotive  and  perambulating.  In  rail  roads,  and  hotels,  and 
stages,  and  steamers,  they  have  been  placed  incessantly  in  contact 
with  the  news,  the  views,  the  motives,  and  the  ideas  of  the  day. 
Compare  the  free  black  with  ordinary  white  men  without  advan- 
tages, and  he  stands  well.  Add  to  this  cultivation,  that  the  negro 
body  is  strong  and  healthy,  and  the  negro  mind  keen  and  bright, 
though  not  profound  nor  philosophical,  and  you  have  at  once  a 
formidable  warrior,  with  a  little  discipline  and  knowledge  of 
weapons.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  picked  American  free 
blacks,  would  be  five  times,  ten  times  as  efficient  in  the  field  of 
battle  as  the  same  number  of  native  Africans." 

Why  is  it  then,  that  the  efibrts  for  the  moral  elevation  of  the 
free  colored  people,  have  been  so  uusuccessfril  ?  Before  answer- 
ing this  question,  it  is  necessary  to  call  attention  to  the  fact,  that 
abolitionists  seem  to  be  sadly  disappointed  in  their  expectations, 
as  to  the  progress  of  the  free  colored  people.  Their  vexation  at 
the  stubbomess  of  the  negroes,  and  the  consequent  failure  of  their 
measures,  is  very  clearly  manifested  in  the  complaining  language,  ' 
used  by  Gerrit  Smith,  toward  the  colored  people  of  the  eastern 
cities,  as  well  as  by  the  contempt  expressed  by  the  American  Mis- 
sionary Association,  for  the  colored  preachers  of  Canada.  They 
had  found  an  apology,  for  their  want  of  success  in  the  United 
States,  in  the  presence  and  influence  of  colonizationists ;  but  no 
such  excuse  can  be  made  for  their  want  of  success  in  Canada  and 
the  West  Indies.     Having  &iled  in  their  anticipations,  now  they 

*  Page  102. 
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would  fain  shelter  themselves  under  the  pretense,  that  a  people 
once  subjected  to  slavery,  even  when  liberated,  can  not  be  elevated 
in  a  single  generation ;  that  the  case  of  adults,  raised  in  bondage, 
like  heathen  of  similar  age,  is  hopeless,  and  their  children,  only, 
can  make  such  progress  as  will  repay  the  missionary  for  his  toil. 
But  they  will  not  be  allowed  to  escape  the  censure  due  to  their 
want  of  discrimination  and  foresight,  by  any  such  plea;  as  the 
success  of  the  Eepublic  of  Liberia,  conducted  from  infancy  to 
independence,  almost  wholly  by  liberated  slaves,  and  those 
who  were  born  and  raised  in  the  midst  of  slavery,  attests  the 
felsity  of  their  assumption. 

But  to  return.  Why  have  the  efforts  for  the  elevation  of  the 
free  colored  people,  not  been  more  successful  ?  On  this  point  our 
remarks  may  be  limited  to  our  own  free  colored  people.  The 
barrier  to  their  progress  here,  exists  not  so  much  in  their  want  of 
capacity,  as  in  the  absence  of  the  incitements  to  virtuous  action, 
which  are  constantly  stimulating  the  white  man  to  press  onward 
and  upward  in  the  formation  of  character  and  the  acquisition  of 
knowledge.  There  is  no  position  in  church  or  state,  to  which  the 
poorest  white  boy,  in  the  common  school,  may  not  aspire.  There 
is  no  post  of  honor,  in  the  gift  of  his  country,  that  is  legally 
beyond  his  reach.  But  such  encouragements  to  noble  effort,  do 
not  and  cannot  reach  the  colored  man,  and  he  remains  with  us  a 
depressed  and  disheartened  being.  Persuading  him  to  remain  in 
this  hopeless  condition,  has  been  the  great  error  of  the  abolition- 
ists. They  accepted  Jefferson's  views  in  relation  to  emancipation, 
but  rejected  his  opinions  as  to  the  necessity  of  separating  the 
races;  and  thus  overlooked  the  teachings  of  history,  that  two 
races,  differing  so  widely  as  to  prevent  their  amalgamation  by 
marriage,  can  never  live  together,  in  the  same  community,  but  as 
superiors  and  inferiors — the  inferior  remaining  subordinate  to 
the  superior.  The  encouraging  hopes  held  out  to  the  colored  peo- 
ple, that  this  law  would  be  inoperative  upon  them,  has  led  only 
to  disappointment.  Happily,  this  delusion  is  nearly  at  an  end ; 
and  some  of  them  are  beginning  to  act  on  their  own  judgments. 
They  find  themselves  so  scattered  and  peeled,  that  there  is  not 
another  half  a  million  of  men  in  the  world,  so  enlightened,  who 
are  accomplishing  so  little  for  their  social  and  moral  advancement. 
They  perceive  that  they  are  nothing  but  branches,  wrenched  from 
the  great  African  hanyan^  not  yet  planted  in  genial  soil,  and 
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affordiDg  neither  shelter  nor  food  to  the  beasts  of  the  forest  or  the 
fowls  of  the  air — their  roots  unfixed  in  the  earth,  and  their  tender 
shoots  withering  as  they  hang  pendent  from  their  boughs. 

That  this  is  no  exaggerated  picture  of  the  discouragements  sur- 
rounding our  free  colored  people,  is  fally  confirmed  by  the  tes- 
timony of  impartial  witnesses.  Chambers,  of  Edinburgh,  who 
recently  made  the  tour  of  the  United  States,  investigated  this 
point  very  carefrilly.  His  opinions  on  the  subject  have  been  pub- 
lished,  and  are  so  discriminating  and  truthful,  that  we  must  quote 
the  main  portion  of  them.  In  speaking  of  the  agitation  of  the 
question  of  slavery,  he  says  : 

"For  a  •number  of  years,  as  is  well  known,  there  has  been 
much  angry  discussion  on  the  subject  between  the  Northern  and 
Southern  States  ;  and  at  times  the  contention  has  been  so  great, 
as  to  lead  to  mutual  threats  of  a  dismemberment  of  the  Union. 
A  stranger  has  no  little  difficulty  in  understanding  how  much  of 
this  war  of  words  is  real,  and  how  much  is  merely  an  explosion 

of  lunkum I  repeat,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  what  is 

the  genuine  public  feeling  on  this  entangled  question  ;  for  with 
all  the  demonstrations  in  favor  of  freedom  in  the  North,  there 
does  not  appear  in  that  quarter  to  be  any  practical  relaxation  of 
the  usages  which  condemn  persons  of  African  descent  to  an  infe- 
rior social  status.  There  seems,  in  short,  to  be  a  fixed  notion 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  States,  whether  slave  or  free,  that 
the  colored  is  by  nature  a  subordinate  race ;  and  that,  in  no  cir- 
cumstances, can  it  be  considered  equal  to  the  white.  Apart  from 
commercial  views,  this  opinion  lies  at  the  root  of  American  sla- 
very ;  and  the  question  would  need  to  be  argued  less  on  political 

and  phililAitopic  than  on  physiological  grounds I  was  not 

a  little  surprised  to  find,  when  speaking  a  kind  word  for  at  least 
a  very  unfortunate,  if  not  brilliant  race,  that  the  people  of  the 
Northern  States,  though  repudiating  slavery,  did  not  think  more 
favorably  of  the  negro  character  than  those  further  South. 
Throughout  Massachusetts,  and  other  New  England  States,  like- 
wise in  the  States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  etc.,  there  is  a 

rigorous  separation  of  the  white  and  black  races The  people 

of  England,  who  see  a  negro  only  as  a  wandering  curiosity,  are 
not  at  all  aware  of  the  repugnance  generally  entertained  toward 
persons  of  color  in  the  United  States :  it  appeared  to  amount  to 
an  absolute  monomania.    As  for  an  alliance  with  one  of  the  race, 
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no  matter  how  faint  the  shade  of  color,  it  would  ineritably  lead 
to  a  loss  of  caste,  as  fatal  to  social  position  and  family  ties  as  any 
that  occurs  in  the  Brahminical  system 

^^  Glad  to  have  had  an  opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  many 
cheering  and  commendable  features  in  the  social  system  of  the 
Americans,  I  consider  it  not  less  my  duty  to  say,  that  in  their 
general  conduct  toward  the  colored  race,  a  wrong  is  done  which 
can  not  be  alluded  to  except  in  terms  of  the  deepest  sorrow  and 
reproach.  I  can  not  think  without  shame  of  the  pious  and  pol- 
ished New  Englauders  adding  to  their  offenses  on  this  score  the 
guilt  of  hypocrisy.  Affecting  to  weep  over  the  sufferings  of 
imaginary  dark-skinned  heroes  and  heroines ;  denouncing,  in 
well-studied  platform  oratory,  the  horrid  sin  of  reducing  human 
beings  to  the  abject  condition  of  chattels;  bitterly  scornful  of 
Southern  planters  for  hard-hearted  selfishness  and  depravity; 
fanatical  on  the  subject  of  abolition ;  wholly  frantic  at  the  spec- 
tacle of  ftigitive  slaves  seized  and  carried  back  to  their  owners — 
these  very  persons  are  daily  surrounded  by  mapumitted  slaves,  or 
their  educated  descendants,  yet  shrink  from  them  as  if  the  touch 
were  pollution,  and  look  as  if  they  would  expire  at  the  bare  idea 
of  inviting  one  of  them  to  their  house  or  table.  Until  all  this  is 
changed,  the  Northern  abolitionists  place  themselves  in  a  false 
position,  and  do  damage  to  the  cause  they  espouse.  If  they  think 
that  negroes  are  Men,  let  them  give  the  world  an  evidence  of 
their  sincerity,  by  moving  the  reversal  of  all  those  social  and 
political  arrangements  which  now,  in  the  free  States,  exclude  per- 
sons of  color,  not  only  from  the  common  courtesies  of  life,  but 
from  the  privileges  and  honors  of  citizens.  I  say,  until  this  is 
done,  the  uproar  about  abolition -if  a  delusion  and  a  snare 

^^  While  lamenting  the  unsatisfactory  condition,  present  and 
prospective,  of  the  colored  population,  it  is  gratifying  to  consider 
the  energetic  measures  that  have  been  adopted  by  the  African 
Colonization  Society,  to  transplant,  with  their  own  consent,  free 
negroes  from  America  to  Liberia.  Viewing  these  endeavors  as, 
at  all  events,  a  means  of  encouraging  emancipation,  checking  the 
slave  trade,  and,  at  the  same  time,  of  introducing  Ohristianity 
and  civilized  usages  into  Africa,  they  appear  to  have  been  deserv- 
ing of  more  encouragement  than  they  have  had  the  good  fortune 
to  receive.  Successftil  only  in  a  moderate  degree,  the  operations 
of  this  society  are  not  likely  to  make  a  deep  impression  on  the 
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nnmbcrs  of  the  colored  population ;  and  the  question  of  their 
disposal  still  remains  unsettled." 

That  the  Christian  churches  of  the  South  are  pursuing  the  true 
policy  for  the  moral  welliare  of  the  slave  population,  will  be 
admitted  by  every  right  minded  man.  The  present  chapter  can- 
not be  more  appropriately  closed,  than  by  quoting  the  language - 
of  Bev.  J.  Waddington,  of  England,  at  a  meeting  in  behalf  of 
the  American  Missionary  Association,  held  in  Boston,  July,  1859. 
The  speakers  had  been  very  violent  in  their  denunciations  of  sla- 
very, and  when  Mr.  Waddington  came  to  speak,  he  thus  rebuked 
their  unchristian  spirit : 

"I  have,"" said  Mr.  Waddington,  "a  strong  conviction,  that 
freedom  can  never  come  but  of  vital  Christianity.  It  is  not  born 
of  the  intellect,  it  is  not  the  product  of  the  conscience ;  it  can 
never  be  the  result  of  the  sword.  It  was  with  extreme  horror 
that  I  heard  the  assertion  made  last  night,  that  it  must  be  through 
a  baptism  of  blood  that  freedom  must  come.  Never !  never ! 
The  sword  can  destroy,  it  can  never  create.  What  do  we  want 
for  freedom  ?  Expansion  of  the  heart.  That  we  should  honor 
other  men ;  that  we  should  be  concerned  for  other  men.  What 
is  it  that  causes  slavery  and  oppression?  Selfishness,  intense, 
self-destroying  selfishness  if  you  will.  Nothing  can  exorcise 
that  selfishness  but  the  constraining  love  of  Christ.  The  gospel 
alone,  by  the  Spirit  of  God,  can  waken  freedom  in  men,  in  &mi- 
lies,  in  nations*" 

Mr.  Waddington,  also  remarked,  that  ^^  every  thing  in  America 
was  extremely  wonderful  and  surprising  to  him ;  and  nothing 
more  surprised  him  than  the  boming  words  with  which  his  min- 
isterial friends  pelted  each  other ;  yet  he  had  no  doubt  they  were 
the  kindest  men  in  the  world.  He  thought  it  was  not  intended 
that  any  harm  should  be  done,  but  only  that  the  cause  of  truth 
should  be  advanced."* 

*  American  Miimonary^  July,  1859. 
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CHAPTER   XVII. 

'Failure  of  free  colored  people  in  attaining  an  equality  with  the  whites — Their 
failure  also  in  checking  Slavery — Have  they  not  aided  in  its  extension? 
Yes — Facts  in  proof  of  this  view — Abolitionists  bad  Philosophers — Colored 
men's  influence  destructive  of  their  hopes — Summary  manner  in  which  Eng- 
land acts  in  their  removal — Lord  Mansfield's  decision — ^Granville  Sharp's 
labors  and  their  results — Colored  immigration  into  Canada — Information  sup- 
plied by  Major  Lachlan — Demoralized  condition  of  the  blacks  as  indicated  by 
the  crimes  they  committed — Elgin  Association — Public  meetiug  protesting 
against  its  organization — Negro  meeting  at  Toronto— Memorial  of  municipal 
council — Negro  riot  at  St.  Catherines — Col.  Prince  and  the  Negroes — Later 
cases  of  presentation  by  Grand  Jury — Opinion  of  the  Judge — Darkening 
prospects  of  the  colored  race— Views  of  Rev.  Henry  Ward  Beecher — Their 
accuracy — The  lesson  they  teach. 

But  little  progress,  it  will  be  seen,  has  been  made,  by  the  free 
colored  people,  toward  an  approximation  of  equality  with  the 
whites.  Have  they  succeeded  better  in  aiding  in  the  abolition  of 
slavery  ?  They  have  not,  as  is  abundantly  demonstrated  by  the 
triumph  of  the  institution.  This  is  an  important  point  for  con- 
sideration, as  the  principal  object  influencing  them  to  remain  in 
the  country,,  was,  that  they  might  assist  in  the  liberation  of  their 
brethren  from  bondage.  But  their  agency  in  the  attempts  made 
to  abolish  the  institution  having  failed,  a  more  important  question 
arises,  as  to  whether  the  free  colored  people,  by  refusing  to  emi- 
grate, may  not  have  contributed  to  the  advancement  of  slavery  ? 
An  affirmative  answer  must  be  given  to  this  inquiry.  Nor  is  a 
protracted  discussion  necessary  to  prove  the  assertion. 

One  of  the  objections  urged  with  Ihe  greatest  force  against  colo- 
nization, is,  its  tendency,  as  is  alleged,  to  increase  the  value  of 
slaves  by  diminishing  their  numbers.  "Jay's  Inquiry,"  1835, 
presents  this  objection  at  length;  and  the  Report  of  the  "Anti- 
Slavery  Society  of  Oanada,"  1853,  sums  it  up  in  a  single  propo- 
sition thus : 

"  The  first  effect  of  beginning  to  reduce  the  number  of  slaves, 
by  colonization,  would  be  to  increase  the  market  value  of  those 
left  behind,  and  thereby  increase  the  difficulty  of  setting  them 
free." 
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The  practical  effect  of  this  doctrine,  is  to  discourage  all  eman- 
dpations ;  to  render  eternal  the  bondage  of  each  individual  slave, 
unless  all  can  be  liberated ;  to  prevent  the  benevolence  of  one 
master  from  freeing  his  slaves,  lest  his  more  selfish  neighlxn: 
should  be  thereby  enriched ;  and  to  leave  the  whole  system  intact, 
nntil  its  total  abolition  can  be  effected.  Such  philanthropy  would 
leave  every  individual,  of  suffering  millions,  to  groan  out  a  mis- 
erable existence,  because  it  could  not  at  once  effect  the  deliverance 
of  the  whole.  This  objection  to  colonization  can  be  founded  only 
in  prejudice,  or  is  designed  to  mislead  the  ignorant.  The  advo 
cates  of  this  doctrine  do  not  practice  it,  or  they  would  not  promote 
the  escape  of  fugitives  to  Canada. 

But  abolitionists  object  not  only  to  the  colonization  of  liberated 
slaves,  as  tending  to  perpetuate  slavery ;  they  are  equally  hostile 
to  the  colonization  of  the  free  colored  people,  for  the  same  reason. 
The  ^^ American  Keform  Tract  and  Book  Society,"  the  organ  of 
the  abolitionists,  for  the  publication  of  anti-slavery  works,  has 
issued  a  Tract  on  ^>  Colonization,"  in  which  this  objection  is  stated 
as  follows : 

"The  Society  perpetuates  slavery,  by  removing  the  free  laborer, 
and  thereby  increasing  the  demand  for,  and  the  value  of,  slave 
Ubor." 

The  projectors  and  advocates  of  such  views  may  be  good  phi- 
lanthropists, but  they  are  bad  philosophers.  We  have  seen  thai 
the  power  of  American  slavery  lies  in  th^  demand  for  its  pro- 
ducts ;  and  that  the  whole  country.  North  of-the  sugar  and  cotton 
States,  is  actively  employed  in  the  production  of  provisions  for  the 
support  of  the  planter  and  his  slaves,  and  in  consuming  the  pro- 
ducts of  slave  labor.  This  is  the  constant  vocation  of  the  whites. 
And  how  is  it  with  the  blacks  ?  Are  they  competing  with  the 
slaves,  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  and  cotton,  or  are  they  also 
supporting  the  system,  by  consuming  its  products?  The  latitudes 
in  which  they  reside,  and  the  pursuits  in  which  they  are  engaged, 
will  answer  this  question. 

The  census  of  185'0,  shows  but  40,900  free  colored  persons  in 
the  nine  sugar  and  cotton  States,  including  Texas,  Louisiana, 
Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida, 
and  South  Carolina,  "while  893,500  are  living  in  the  other  States. 
North  Carolina  is  omitted,  because  it  is  more  of  a  tobacco  and 
wool-growing,  than  cotton-producing  State. 
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Of  the  free  colored  persons  in  the  first-named  States,  19,260  are 
in  the  cities  and  larger  towns ;  while,  of  the  remainder,  a  con- 
siderable number  may  be  in  the  villages,  or  in  the  &milie8  of  the 
whites.  From  these  facts  it  is  apparent,  that  less  than  20,000  of 
the  entire  free  colored  population  (omitting  those  of  North  Caro- 
lina^) are  in  a  position  to  compete  with  slave  labor,  while  all  the 
remainder,  numbering  over  412,800,  are  engaged,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  supporting  the  institution.  Even  the  fugitives 
escaping  to  Canada,  from  having  been  producers  necessarily  be- 
come consumers  of  slave-grown  products ;  and,  worse  still,  under 
the  Reciprocity  Treaty,  they  must  also  become  growers  of  pro- 
visions for  the  planters  who  continue  to  hold  their  brothers, 
sisters,  wives  and  children,  in  bondage. 

These  are  the  practical  results  of  the  policy  of  the  abolitionists. 
Verily,  they,  also,  have  dug  their  ditches  on  the  wrong  side  of  their 
breastworks,  and  afforded  the  enemy  an  easy  entrance  into  their 
fortress.  But*,  '^  Let  them  alone ;  they  be  blind  leaders  of  the  blind. 
And  if  the  blind  lead  the  blind,  both  shall  fall  into  the  ditch."* 

But  we  are  not  yet  prepared  to  estimate  the  frill  extent  of  the 
influence,  for  ill,  exerted  by  the  free  colored  people  upon  public 
sentiment.  The  picture  of  their  degraded  moral  condition,  drawn 
by  the  abolitionists,  is  a  dark  one  indeed,  and  calculated  to  do 
but  little  toward  promoting  emancipation,  or  in  placing  them- 
selves in  a  position  of  equality  with  the  whites.  Accoixiing  to 
their  testimony,  the  condition  of  the  slave,  under  the  restraints 
of  Christian  masters,  must  be  vastly  more  favorable  to  moral 
progress,  than  that  of  the  majority  of  those  who  have  received 
their  freedom.  While  they  have  all  the  animal  appetites  and 
passions  fully  developed,  they  seem  to  remain,  intellectually, 
child-like,  with  neither  the  courage  nor  the  foresight  enabling 
them  to  seize  upon  fields  of  enterprise  that  would  lead  to  wealth 
and  fame.  Look  at  the  facts  upon  this  point.  They  were  ofiered 
a  home  and  government  of  their  own  in  Africa,  with  the  control 
of  extensive  tropical  cultivation ;  but  they  rejected  the  boon,  and 
reftised  to  leave  the  land  of  their  birth,  in  the  vain  belief  that  they 
could,  by  remaining  here,  assist  in  wrenching  the  chains  from  the 
slaves  of  the  South.  They  expected  great  aid,  too,  in  their  work, 
from  the  moral  efiect  of  West  Indian  emancipation ;  but  that  has 

*  Matthew's  Gospel,  xv:  14. 
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failed  in  the  results  anticipated,  and  the  free  colored  laborer  is 
about  to  be  superseded  there  by  imported  coolie  labor  from 
abroad.  They  expected,  also,  that  the  emigrants  and  fugitives  to 
Canada,  rising  into  respectability  under  British  laws,  would  do 
the  race  much  honor,  and  show  the  value  of  emancipation ;  but 
even  there  the  hope  has  not  been  realized,  and  it  will  be  no  un- 
common thing  should  the  Government  set  its  face  against  them  as 
most  unwelcome  visitors.  A  few  scraps  of  history  will  be  of 
service,  in  illustrating  the  feeling  of  the  subjects  of  the  British 
North  American  colonies,  in  relation  to  the  inroads  made  upon 
them  by  the  free  colored  people. 
In  1833,  an  English  military  officer,  thus  wrote : 
^^  There  is  a  settlement  of  negroes  a  few  miles  from  Hali&x, 
Nova  Scotia,  at  Hammond's  Plains.  Any  one  would  have  imag- 
ined that  the  Government  would  have  taken  warning  from  the 
trouble  and  expense  it  incurred  by  granting  protection  to  those 
who  emigrated  from  the  States  during  the  Kevolution ;  1200  of 
whom  were  removed  to  Sierra  Leone  in  1792  by  their  own 
request.  Again  when  600  of  the  insurgent  negroes — the  Ma- 
roons of  Jamaica — were  tran'bported  to  Nova  Scotia  in  1796,  and 
received  every  possible  encouragement  to  become  good  subjects, 
by  being  granted  a  settlement  at  Preston,  and  being  employed 
upon  the  fortifications  at  Halifax;  yet  they,  too,  soon  became 
discontented,  and  being  unwilling  to  earn  a  livelihood  by  labor, 
were,  in  1800,  removed  to  the  same  colony,  after  costing  the 
island  of  Jamaica  more  than  $225,000,  and  a  large  additional 
expense  to  the  Province,  i.  e.  Nova  Scotia.  Notwithstanding 
which,  when  the  runaway  slaves  were  received  on  board  the  fleet, 
ofi*  the  Chesapeake,  during  the  late  war,  permission  was  granted 
to  them  to  form  a  settlement  at  -Hammond's  Plains,  where  the 
same  system  of  discontent  arose — many  of  the  settlers  professing 
that  they  would  prefer  their  former  well-fed  life  of  slavery,  in  a 
more  congenial  climate,  and  earnestly  petitioning  to  be  removed, 
were  sent  to  Trinidad  in  1821.  Some  few  of  those  who  remained 
are  good  servants  and  farmers,  disposing  of  the  produce  of  their 
lands  in  the  Halifax  market ;  but  the  majority  are  idle,  roving, 
and  dirty  vagabonds."* 


*  "A  Subaltern's  Furlong V  ^7  Lt  Coke,  45th  Regiment^  being  a  descrip- 
tion of  scenes  in  variouB  parts  of  America,  in  1833. 
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Thus  it  appears,  that  as  late  as  1821,  the  policy  of  the  British 
colonies  of  North  America,  was  to  remove  the  fugitive  negroes 
from  their  territories.  The  1200  exported  from  Halifax,  in  1792, 
were  fugitive  slaves  who  had  joined  the  English  during  the 
American  Bevolutionarj  war,  and  had  been  promised  lands  in 
Nova  Scotia;  but  the  Government  having  failed  to  meet  its 
pledge,  and  the  climate  proving  unfavorable,  they  sought  refuge 
in  Africa.  These  shipments  of  the  colored  people,  from  the  Brit- 
ish colonies  at  the  North  to  those  of  the  Tropics,  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  plan  that  England  had  adopted  at  home,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  same  class  of  persons — that  of  removing  a  people 
who  were  a  public  burden,  to  where  they  could  be  self-supporting. 
This  is  a  matter  of  some  interest,  and  is  deserving  of  notice  in 
this  connection.  On  the  22d  of  May,  1772,  Lord  Mansfield  deci- 
ded the  memorable  Somerset  case,  and  pronounced  it  unlawfril 
to  hold  a  slave  in  Great  Britain.  The  close  of  that  decision  reads 
thus: 

"  Immemorial  usage  preserves  a  positive  law,  after  the  occa- 
sion or  accident  which  gave  rise  to  it,  has  been  forgotten ;  and 
tracing  the  subject  to  natural  principles,  the  claim  of  slavery 
never  can  be  supported.  The  power  claimed  was  never  in  use 
here,  or  acknowledged  by  the  law.  Upon  the  whole,  we  can  not 
say  the  cause  returned  is  sufficient  by  the  law ;  therefore  the  man 
must  be  discharged." 

Previous  to  tliis  date,  many  slaves  had  been  introduced  into 
English  families,  and,  on  running  away,  the  fugitives  had  been 
delivered  up  to  their  masters,  by  order  of  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  under  Lord  Mansfield;  but  now  the  poor  African,  no 
longer  hunted  as  a  beast  of  prey,  in  the  streets  of  London,  slept 
under  his  roof,  miserable  as  it  might  be,  in  perfect  security.* 

To  Granville  Sharp  belonged  the  honor  of  this  achievement. 
By  the  decision,  about  400  negroes  were  thrown  upon  their  own 
resources.  They  flocked  to  Mr.  Sharp  as  their  patron ;  but  con- 
sidering their  numbers,  and  his  limited  means,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  afibrd  them  adequate  relief.  To  those  thus  emanci- 
pated, others,  discharged  from  the  army  and  navy,  were  afterward 
added,  who,  by  their  improvidence,  were  reduced  to  extreme  dis- 
tress.    After  much  reflection,  Mr.  Sharp  determined  to  colonize 

*  Clarkson's  History  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
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them  in  Africa ;  but  this  benevolent  scheme  could  not  be  execu- 
ted at  once,  and  the  blacks — indigent,  unemployed,  despised,  for 
lorn,  vicious — became  such  nuisances,  as  to  make  it  necessary 
they  should  be  sent  somewhere,  and  no  longer  suffered  to  infest 
the  streets  of  London.*  Private  benevolence  could  not  be  suffi- 
ciently enlisted  in  their  behalf,  and  fifteen  years  passed  away, 
when  Government,  anxious  to  remove  what  it  regarded  as  injuri- 
ous, at  last  came  to  the  aid  of  Mr.  Sharp,  and  supplied  the  means 
of  they  transportation  and  support.  In  April,  1787,  these  colored 
people,  numbering  over  400,  were  put  on  shipboard  for  Africa, 
and  in  the  following  month  were  landed  in  Sierra  Leone.f 

But  to  return  to  Canada.  We  have  at  hand  a  flood  of  inform- 
ation, to  enable  us  to  present  a  true  picture  of  the  colored  popu- 
lation of  that  Province,  and  to  discern  the  feelings  entertained 
toward  them  by  the  white  inhabitants.  On  the  27th  April, 
1841,  the  Assistant  Secretary  to  Government,  addressed  Majob 
KoBEBT  Lachlan,  Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  West- 
em  Disti*ict,  requesting  information  relating  to  the  colored  im- 
migrants in  that  quai*ter.  Major  Lachlau  replied  at  length  to  the 
inquiries  made,  and  kept  a  record  of  his  Report.  This  volume 
he  has  had  the  goodness  to  place  in  our  hands,  from  which  to 
make  such  extracts  as  may  be  necessary  to  a  true  understanding 
of  this  question. 

The  Major  entered  the  public  service  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  1805,  and  was  connected  with  the  army  in  India  for 
twenty  years.  Having  retired  from  that  service,  he  settled  in 
Canada  in  1835,  with  the  intention  of  devoting  himself  to  agri- 
culture ;  but  he  was  again  called  into  public  life,  as  sheriff,  mag- 
istrate, colonel  of  militia.  Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
Associate  Judge  at  the  Assizes.  In  1857  l\e  removed  to  Cincin- 
nati, where  he  now  resides.  A  true  Briton,  he  is  an  enemy  of 
the  system  of  slavery ;  but  having  been  a  close  observer  of  the 
workings  of  society,  under  various  circumstances,  systems  of  law, 
degrees  of  intelligence,  and  moral  conditions,  he  is  opposed  to 
placing  two  races,  so  widely  diverse  as  the  blacks  and  whites, 
upon  terms  of  legal  equality ;  not  that  he  is  opposed  to  the  ele- 
vation of  the  colored  man,  but  because  he  is  convinced  that,  in 
his  present  state  of  ignorance  and  degradation,  the  two  races  can- 

*  Wadstrom,  page  220.  f  Memoirs  of  Granville  Sharp. 
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not  dwell  together  in  peace  and  barmony.  This  opinion,  it  will 
be  seen,  was  the  outgrowth  of  his  experience  and  observation  in 
Canada,  and  not  the  result  of  a  prejudice  against  the  A&ican 
race.  The  Western  District,  the  field  of  his  ofScial  labors,  is  the 
main  point  toward  which  nearly  all  the  emigration  from  the 
States  is  directed ;  and  the  Major  had,  thus,  the  best  of  opportuni- 
ties for  studying  this  question.  Besides  the  facts  of  an  official 
nature,  in  the  volume  from  which  we  quote,  it  has  a  large  amount 
of  documentary  testimony,  from  other  sources,  from  which  j^^beral 
extracts  have  also  been  made. 

To  the  Honorable  S.  B.  Harrison^  Seoretarg^  eto.^  etc. 

Colchester,  28th  May^  1841. 

"Sib: — I  have  to  apologize  for  being  thus  late  in  acknowledg- 
ing the  receipt  of  Mr.  Assistant  Secretary  Hopkirk's  letter  of  the 
27th  ult,  requesting  me  to  furnish  Government  with  such  inform 
ation  as  I  might  be  able  to  afibrd,  'respecting  the  colored  people 
settled  in  the  Western  District  ;'*  and  beg  to  assure  you  that  the 
delay  has  neither  arisen  from  indifference  to  the  task,  nor  indis- 
position to  comply  with  the  wishes  of  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject— being  one  npon  which  I  have  long  and  anxiously  bent  my 
most  serious  reflections, — ^but  owing  to  bad  health,  and  want  of 
leisure,  coupled  with  the  difficulty  I  have  experienced,  (without 
entering  into  an  extended  correspondence,)  in  arriving  at  any 
thing  like  ^  correct  account  of  the  gradual  increase  of  thefee 
people,  or  even  a  fair  estimate  of  their  present  numbers.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  should  the  particulars  frirnished  by. me  upon  these 
beads,  be  found  more  meager  and  defective  than  might  be  ex- 
pected, it  will  either  be  assigned  to  these  causes,  or  to  others 
which  may  be  given  in  the  course  of  the  following  remarks :  and 
if  these  remarks,  themselves,  be  found  to  be  drawn  up  with  more 
of  loose  unmethodical  freedom  than  official  conciseness,  I  trust 
that  that  feature  will  rather  be  regarded  in  their  favor  than  other- 
wise. 

"  The  exact  period  at  which  the  colored  people  began  to  make 
their  appearance  in  the  Western  District,  as  settlers,  I  have  not 
been  able  to  ascertain  to  my  satisfaction;  but  it  is  generally 

*  The  testimony  here  offered  is  the  more  important^  as  the  Western  District 
18  the  center  of  emigration  from  the  United  States. 
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believed  to  have  been  abont  the  time  of  the  War  with  the  Ameri- 
cans, in  1812.  Before  then,  however,  there  had  been  a  few  scat- 
tered abont,  who,  generally  speaking,  had,  prior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Emancipation  Bill,  been  slaves  to  different  individuals  in 
the  District.  From  1818  to  1821,  the  increase  was  very  trifling; 
and  they  were  generally  content  to  hire  themselves  ont  as  domes- 
tic or  &rm  servants ;  bat  about  the  latter  period  the  desire  of 
several  gentlemen  residing  near  Sandwich  and  Amherstburgh  to 
placQ*^ settlers  on  their  lands,  induced  them,  in  the  absence  of 
better,  to  resort  to  the  unfortunate,  impolitic  expedient  of  leasing 
out  or  selling  small  portions  of  land  to  colored  people  on  such 
inviting  conditions  as  not  only  speedily  allowed  many  of  those 
who  had  already  settled  in  the  country  to  undertake  ^  farming  on 
their  own  account,'  but  encouraged  many  more  to  escape  from 
their  American  master^,  to  try  their  fortunes  in  this  now  far- 
fiEtmed  ^  land  of  liberty  and  promise.'  The  stream  having  thus 
begun  to  flow,  the  secret  workings  of  the  humane,  but  not  unex- 
ceptionable abolitionist  societies,  existing  in  the  American  States, 
speedily  widened  and  deepened  the  channel  of  approach,  until  a 
flood  of  colored  immigrants,  of  the  very  worst  classes,  has  been 
progressively  introduced  into  the  District,  which  had,  last  year, 
reached  an  aggregate  of  about  1500  souls,  and  which  threatens  to 
be  doubled  in  the  course  of  a  very  short  time,  unless  it  be  within 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  counteract  it; — but  which,  if  atif- 
fered  to  roll  on  unchecked^  will  sooner  or  later  lead  to  the  most 
serious,  if  not  most  lamentable  consequences. 

^^From  my  making  so  strong  an  observation  at  the  very  thresh- 
old of  my  remarks,  it  will  be  readily  perceived  that  my  opinion 
of  these  unfortunate  people  is  unfavorable.  I  am  therefore  anxious, 
before  proceeding  further,  to  shield  myself  from  the  imputation 
of  either  groundless  antipathy  or  pre-indisposition  toward  men 
of  color,  and  to  have  it  thoroughly  understood  that,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge  of  my  own  feelings,  they  are  the  very  reverse,  having  not 
only  been  warmly  in  favor  of  the  poor  enslaved  negro,  but  having 
for  near  twenty  years  of  my  life  been  surrounded  by  free  colored 
people,  and  retained  my  favorable  leaning  toward  even  the  Afri- 
can race,  till  some  time  afi;er  my  arrival  in  this  Province.  Un- 
fortunately, however,  for  this  pre-disposition,  as  well  as  for  the 
character  of  this  ill-fated  race,  my  attention  was  shortly  after 
directed  by  particular  circumstances  to  the  quiet  study  of  their 
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disposition  and  habits,  and  ended  in  a  thorough  conviction  that 
without  a  radical  change  they  would  ere  long,  like  the  snake  in 
the  bosom  of  the  husbandman,  prove  a  curse,  instead  of  a  benefit 
to  the  country  which  fosters  and  protects  them. 

^^  The  first  time  that  I  had  occasion  to  express  myself  thus 
strongly  on  the  subject,  in  an  official  way,  was  less  than  two 
years  after  my  arrival  in  the  District,  while  holding  the  office  of 
sherifi*, — when,  in  corresponding  with  Mr.  Secretary  Joseph, 
during  the  troubles  in  January,  1838,  I,  in  a  postscript  to  ^letter 
in  which  I  expressed  unwillingness  to  call  in  aid  from  other  quar- 
ters, while  our  own  population  were  allowed  to  remain  inactive, 
was  led  to  add  the  following  remarkable  words :  '  My  vote  has 
been  equally  decided  against  employing  the  colored  people,  except 
on  a  similar  emergency ; — in  fact,  though  a  cordial  friend  to  the 
emancipation  of  the  poor  African,  I  regard  the  rapidly  increasing 
population  rising  round  us,  as  destined  to  be  a  bitter  curse  to  the 
District ;  and  do  not  think  our  employing  them  as  our  defenders 
at  all  likely  to  retard  the  progress  of  such  an  event ;' — an  opinion 
which  all  my  subsequent  observation  and  experience,  whether  as 
a  private  individual,  as  Sheriff  of  the  District,  as  a  local  Magis- 
trate, as  Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  or  as  an  anxious 
friend  to  pure  British  immigration,  have  only  the  more  strongly 
confirmed." 

After 'these  preliminary  remarks,  the  Records  of  Major  Lach- 
lan,  proceed  to  the  details  of  the  various  points  upon  which  he 
was  required  by  Government  to  report.  Much  of  this,  though 
the  whole  is  interesting,  must  be  omitted  in  our  extracts.  In 
speaking  of  the  several  townships  to  which  the  colored  immigra- 
tion was  directed,  he  says  of  Amherstburgh : 

"That  place  may  now  be  regarded  as  the  Western  rendezvous 
of  the  colored  I'ace, — being  the  point  to  which  all  the  idle  and 
worthless,  as  well  as  the  well  disposed,  first  direct  their  steps, 
before  dispersing  over  other  parts  of  the  District, — a  distinction 
of  which  it  unfortunately  bears  too  evident  marks  in  the  great 
number  of  petty  crimes  committed  by  or  brought  home  to  these 
people, — to  the  great  trouble  of  the  investigating  local  magis- 
trates, and  the  still  greater  annoyance  of  the  inhabitants  gener- 
ally,— arising  from  the  constant  nightly  depredations  committed 
on  their  orchards,  barns,  granaries,  sheep-folds,  fowl-yards,  and 
even  cellars.".  ...  "In  Gosfield,  I  am  given  to  understand  their 
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general  character  is  rather  above  par ;  .  .  .  .  while  in  the  next 
adjoining  township  of  Mersea,  so  much  are  they  disliked  by  the 
inhabitants,  that  they  are,  in  a  manner,  proscribed  by  general 
consent — a  colored  man  being  there  scarcely  sufiered  to  travel 
along  the  highroads  unmolested. 

''The  fii-st  thing  that  forcibly  struck  me,  in  these  people,  was  a 
total  absence  of  that  modest  and  unpresuming  demeanor  which  I 
had  been  some  how  led  to  expect,  and  the  assumption,  instead,  of 
a 'free  and  easy '  independence  of  manner  as  well  as  language 
toward  all  white  ii\habitants,  except  their  immediate  employers, 
together  with  an  apparent  utter  indifference  to  being  hired  on 
reasonable  average  wages,  though,  as  already  stated,  seemingly 
without  any  visible  means  of  a  livelihood,  and  their  also,  at  all 
times,  edtimating  the  value  of  their  labor  on  a  par,  if  not  above 
that  of  the  white  man.  And  I  had  scarcely  recovered  from  my 
surprise,  at  such  conduct,  as  a  private  individual,  when,  as  a 
magistrate,  I  was  still  more  astonished  at  the  great  amount  of  not 
only  petty  offenses,  but  of  crime  of  the  most  atrocious  dye,  per- 
petrated by  so  small  a  body  of  strangere  compared  with  the  great 
bulk  of  the  white  population :  and  such  still  continuing  to  be  the 
imabating  case.  Session  after  Session,  Assize  after  Assize,  it  at 
length  became  so  appalling  to  my  feelings,  that  on  being  placed 
in  the  chair  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  I  could  not  refrain  from  more 
than  once  pointing  to  it  in  strong  language  in  my  charges  to  the 
Orand  Juries.  In  July  last  year,  for  instance,  I  was  led,  in  con- 
nection with  a  particular  case  of  larceny,  to  observe  .  .  .  .  '  The 
case  itself  will,  I  trust,  involve  no  difficulty  so  far  as  the  Grand 
Jury  is  concerned ;  but  it  affoods  the  magistrates  another  oppor- 
tunity of  lamenting  that  there  should  so  speedily  be  ftirnished  no 
less  than  five  additional  instances  of  the  rapid  increase  of  crime 
in  this  (hitherto  in  that  respect  highly  fortunate)  District,  arising 
solely  fi^m  the  receolrgreat  influx  of  colored  people  into  it  from 
the  neighboring  United  States, — and  who  unfortunately  not  only 
fiimish  the  major  part  of  the  crime  perpetrated  in  the  District, 
bat  also  thereby  a  very  great  portion  of  its  rapidly  increasing 
debt, — ^from  the  expense  attending  their  maintenance  in  jail  before 
trial,  as  well  as  after  conviction !  .  .  .  . 

"In  spite  of  these  solemn  admonitions,  a  large  proportion  of 
the  criminals  tried  at  the  ensuing  September  Assizes  were  colored 
people ;  and  among  them  were  two  aggravated  cases  of  rape  and 


182f  COTTON    IS    KING;   OB, 

arson ;  the  former  wantonly  perpetrated  on  a  respectable  farmer's 
wife,  in  this  township,  to  whom  the  wretch  was  a  perfect  stranger; 
the  latter  recklessly  committed  at  a  merchant's  store  in  the  vicinity 
of  Sandwich,  for  the  mere  purpose  of  opening  a  hole  through 
which  to  convey  away  his  plunder.  And,  notwithstanding  'the 
general  jail  delivery '  that  then  took  place,  the  greater  part  of  the 
crimes  brought  before  the  following  month's  Quarter  Sessions 
(chiefly  larceny  and  assaults)  were  furnished  by  the  same  people ! — 
a  circumstance  of  so  alarming  and  distressing  a  character,  that  I 
was  again  led  to  comment  upon  it  in  my  charge  to  the  Grand  Jury 
in  the  following  ternis.  'Having  disposed  of  the  law  relating  to 
these  offenses,  I  arrive  at  a  very  painful  part  of  my  observations, 
in  once  more  calling  the  particular  attention  of  the  Grand  Jury,  as 
well  as  the  public  at  large,  to  the  remarkable  and  appalling  cir- 
cumstance that  among  a  population  of  near  20,000  souls,  inhabit- 
ing this  District,  the  greater  portion  of  the  crime  perpetrated 
therein  should  be  committed  by  less  than  2,000  refugees  from  a 
life  of  abject  slavery^  to  a  land  of  liberty^  protection  and  com- 
fort^— and  from  whom,  therefore,  if  there  be  such  generous  feel- 
ings as  thankfulness  and  gratitude,  a  far  different  line  of  conduct 
might  reasonably  be  expected.  I  allude  to  the  alarming  increase 
of  crime  still  perpetrated  by  the  colored  settlers,  and  who,  in  spite 
of  the  late  numerous,  harrowing,  convicted  examples^  unhappily 
furnish  the  whole  of  the  offenses  now  likely  to  he  brought  before 
you^'* 


"But,  sir,  the  wide  spreading  current  of  crime  among  this  un- 
fortunate race  was  not  to  be  easily  arrested ; — and  I  had  long 
become  so  persuaded  that  it  must  %ooner  or  later  force  itself  upon 
the  notice  of  the  Legislature,  that  on  feeling  it  my  duty  to  draw 
the  attention  of  my.  brother  magistrates  to  the  embarrassed  state 
of  the  District  finances,  and  to  the  greater  portion  of  its  expenses 
arising  from  this  disreputable  source,  I  wfyp  led,  in  framing  the 
report  of  a  special  committee  (of  which  I  was  chairman)  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  our  pecuniary  difficulties,  to  advert  once 
more  to  the  great  undue  proportion  of  our  expenses  arising  from 
crime  committed  by  so  small  a  number  of  colored  people,  com- 
pared with  the  great  body  of  the  inhabitants,  in  the  following 
strong  but  indisputable  language:  'It  is  with  pain  and  regret 
that  your  committee,  in  conclusion,  feel  bound  to  recur  to  the  great 
additional  burthen  thrown  upon  the  District,  as  well  as  the  unde- 
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serred  stigma  cast  upon  the  general  character  of  its  population, 
whether  native  or  immigrant  British,  by  the  late  great  influx  of 
colored  people  of  the  worst  description  from  the  neighboring 
States — a  great  portion  of  whom  appear  to  have  no  visible  means 
of  gaining  a  livelihood, — and  who,  therefore,  not  only  furnish  a 
large  proportion  of  the  basest  ci*imes  perpetrated  in  the  country, 
such  as  murder,  rape,  arson,  burglary,  and  larceny,  besides  every 
other  description  of  minor  offense, — untraceable  to  the  color  of 
the  perpetrators  in  a  miscellaneous  published  calendar ;  but  also, 
besides  the  constant  trouble  they  entail  upon  magistrates  who 
happen  to  reside  in  their  neighborhood,  produce  a  large  portion 
of  the  debt  incurred  by  the  District,  from  the  great  number  com- 
mitted Xjff  and  subsisted  in  prison,  etc. ;  and  they  would  with  all 
respect  for  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  and  the  sincerest  good  will 
toward  their  African  brethren  generally, — whom  they  would 
wish  to  regard  with  every  kindly  feeling,  venture  to  suggest,  for 
the  consideration  of  Oovemment,  whether  any  legislative  check 
can  possibly  be  placed  upon  the  rapid  importation  of  the  most 
worthless  of  this  unfortunate  race,  such,  as  the  good  among  them- 
selves candidly  lament,  has  of  late  inundated  this  devoted  section 
of  the  Province,  to  the  great  detriment  of  the  claims  of  the  poor 
emigrant  from  the  mother  country  upon  our  consideration,  the 
great  additional  and  almost  uncontrollable  increase  of  crime,  and 
the  proportionate  demoralization  of  principle  among  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  country.' 

^^Notwithstanding  all  these  strenuous  endeavors,  added  to  the 
most  serious  and  impressive  admonitions  to  various  criminals 
after  conviction  and  sentence,  no  apparent  change  for  the  better 
occurred ;  for  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  last  January,  the  usual 
preponderance  of  negro  crime  struck  me  so  forcibly  as  again  to 
draw  &om  me,  in  my  charge  to  the  Grand  Jury,  the  following 
observations:  ^I  a^  extremely  sorry  to  be  unable  to  congratulate 
you  or  the  country  on  a  light  calendar,  the  matters  to  be  brought 
before  you  embracing  no  less  than  three  cases  of  larceny,  and  one 
of  enticing  soldiers  to  desert,  besides  several  arising  from  that 
ever  prolific  source,  assaults,  etc.  I  cannot,  however,  pass  the 
formep  by  altogether  without  once  more  emphatically  remarking, 
that  it  is  as  much  to  the  disgrace  of  the  free  colored  settlers  in 
onr  District,  as  it  is  creditable  to  the  rest  of  our  population,  that 
tlie  greater  part  of  the  culprits  to  be  brought  before  us  are  still 
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men  of  color:  and  I  lament  this  the  more,  as  I  was  somewhat 
in  hopes  that  the  earnest  admonitions  that  1  had  more  than  once 
felt  it  my  duty  to  address  to  that  race,  would  have  been  attended 
with  some  good  effect.' 

"In  spite  of  all  these  reiterated,  anxious  endeavors,  the 
amount  of  crime  exhibited  in  the  Calendar  of  the  following 
Quarter  Sessions,  in  April  last,  consisted  solely  (I  think)  of  five 
cases  of  larceny,  perpetrated  by  negroes ;  and  at  the  late  As- 
sizes, held  on  the  20th  instant,  out  of  five  criminal  cases,  one  of 
enticing  soldiers  to  desert,  and  two  of  theft,  were,  as  usual,  com- 
mitted by  men  of  color  I  !  I 

"Ilaving  thus  completed  a  painful  retrospect  of  the  appalling 
amount  of  crime  committed  by  the  colored  population  in  the 
District  at  large,  compared  with  the  general  mass  of  the  white 
population,  I  now  consider  it  my  duty  to  advert  more  particularly 
to  what  has  been  passing  more  immediately  under  my.  own  ob- 
servation in  the  township  of  Colchester." 

The  record  from  which  we  quote,  has,  under  this  head,  the 
statement  of  the  township  collector,  as  to  the  moral  and  social 
condition  of  the  colored  people  of  the  township,  in  which  he  says, 
"that,  in  addition  to  the  black  women  there  were^fourteen  yellow 
ones,  and  fifteen  white  ones — that  they  run  together  like  beasts, 
and  that  he  did  not  suppose  one  third  of  them  were  married ;  and 
further,  that  they  would  be  a  curse  to  this  part  of  Canada,  unless 
there  is  something  done  to  put  a  stop  to  their  settling  among  the 
white  people.' 

In  referring  to  the  enlistment  of  the  blacks  as  soldiers,  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  legitimate  prospects  of  the  deserving  European 
emigrants,  the  record  says:  "With  regard  to  continuing  to  em- 
ploy the  colored  race  to  discharge— in  some  instances  exclusively, 
as  Is  now  the  case  at  Chatham — the  duties  of  regular  soldiers,  in 
such  times  as  these,  in  a  country  peopled  bff  BErroNs,  I  regard 
it  as  not  only  impolitic  in  the  extreme,  but  even  dangerous  also, 
— besides  throwing  a  stigma  of  degradation  on  the  honorable 
profession  of  which  I  was  for  twenty-four  years  of  my  life  a 
devoted  member.  And  I  even  put  it  to  youreelf,  sir,  what  would 
have  been  your  feelings,  if,  amid  the  great  political  excitement 
prevalent  during  the  late  Kent  election,*  there  had  been  a  serious 

*  The  Hon.  Mr.  Harrison  was  one  of  the  candidates  at  the  tune  alluded  to. 
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distarbance  and  some  nnthinkiDg  magistrate  had  called  iu  ^  the 
aid  of  the  military '  to  quell  it,  and  blood  had  been  shed  ! — for 
the  thing  was  within  possibility,  and  for  some  time  gave  me 
mnch  uneasiness.  Had  snch  been  the  case, — what  would  have 
been  the  appalling,  and  probable,  nay,  almost  certain  result, — 
if  I  may  judge  from  the  well  known  feelings  of  the  white  popu- 
lation generally, — that  that  unfortunate  company  would  have 
been  instantly  turned  upon^  by  m£n  of  all  partiesy  and  m^ae- 

sacred  on  the  spot  with  their  own  weapons!'*^ "Allow 

me,  therefore,  at  all  events  briefly  to  remark,  that  before  any 
thing  can  be  accomplished  connected  with  the  moral  and  religious 
improvement  of  the  negro  settlers,  they  must  be  rescued  from  the 
hands  of  the  utterly  ignorant  and  uneducated,  yet  conceited  cox- 
combs of  their  own  color,  who  assume  to  themselves  the  grave 
character  and  holy  ofllce  of  ministers  and  preachers  of  the  gos- 
pel, and  lead  their  still  more  ignorant  followers  into  all  the  extra- 
vagancies of  ^  Love  Feasts '  and  '  Camp  Meetings,'  without  at  all 
comprehending  their  import,  and  at  the  same  time  utterly  neglect- 
ing all  other  essentials ! — ^an  object  well  deserving  of  the  most 
serious  and  anxious  consideration  of  an  enlightened  Government, 
as  far  as  those  who  are  already  settled  in  the  country  are  concerned ; 
while  it  would  be  a  most  sound  and  politic  measure  to  take  every 
lawful  step  to  discourage  as  much  as  possible,  if  we  can  not  alto- 
gether prevent  the  further  introduction  of  so  objectionable  and 
deleterious  a  class  of  settlers  into  a  BamsH  colony. '^'^ .  .  .  .  "  Per- 
haps one  of  the  wisest  measures  that  could  be  devised — (since  our 
friends,  the  American  abolitionists,  will  insist  on  peopling  Can- 
ada with  run-away  negro  slaves) — will  be  to  throw  every 
possible  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  sadly  deteriorating  amalgam^Jt- 
tion  of  color  already  in  progress,  by  Government  allotting,  at 
least,  a  distinct  and  separate  location  to  all  negro  settlers,  except 
those  who  choose  to  occupy  the  humble  but  useful  station  of  farm 
and  domestic  servants ;  and  even,  if  possible,  purchasing  back  at 
the  public  expense,  on  almost  any  terms,  whatever  scattered  landed 
property  they  may  have  elsewhere  acquired  in  diflerent  parts  of 
the  Province." 

The  Report  of  Major  Lachlan  is  very  extensive,  and  embraces 
many  topics  connected  with  the  question  of  negro  immigration 
into  Canada.  His  response  to  Government  led  to  further  investi- 
gation, and  to  some  legislative  action  in  the  Canadian  Pai*liament« 
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The  latest  recorded  commnDicatlons  upon  the  subject,  from  his  pen, 
are  dated  November  9th,  1849,  and  June  4th,  1850,  from  which  it 
appears  that  up  to  that  date,  there  had  been  no  abatement  of  the 
hostile  feeling  of  the  whites  toward  the  blacks,  nor  any  improve- 
ment hi  the  social  and  moral  condition  of  the  blacks  themselves. 

In  1849,  the  Elgin  Association  went  into  operation.  .  Its  object 
was  to  concentrate  the  colored  people  at  one  point,  and  thus  have 
them  in  a  more  favorable  position  for  intellectual  and  moral  cul- 
ture. A  large  body  of  land  was  purchased  in  the  Township  of 
Baleigh,  and  offered  for  sale  in  small  lots  to  colored  settlers.  The 
measure  was  strongly  opposed,  and  called  out  expressions  Qf  senti- 
ment adverse  to  it,  from  the  people  at  large.  A  public  meeting, 
held  in  Chatham,  August  18,  1849,  thus  expressed  itself: 

"The  Imperial  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  has  forever  ban- 
ished slavery  from  the  Empire.  In  common  with  all  good  men, 
we  rejoice  at  the  consummation  of  this  immortal  act ;  and  we 
hope,  that  all  other  nations  may  follow  the  example.  Every 
member  of  the  human  family  is  entitled  to  certain  rights  and 
privileges,  and  no  where  on  earth  are  they  better  secured,  enjoyed, 
or  more  highly  valued,  than  in  Canada.  Nature,  however,  has 
divided  the  same  great  family  iiito  distinct  species,  for  good  and 
wise  purposes,  and  it  is  no  less  our  interest,  than  it  is  our  duty, 
to  follow  her  dictates  and  obey  her  laws.  Believing  this  to  be  a 
sound  and  correct  principle,  as  Ttell  as  a  moral  and  a  Christian 
duty,  it  is  with  alarm  we  witness  the  fast  increasing  emigration, 
and  settlement  among  us  of  the  African  race ;  and  with  pain  and 
regret,  do  we  view  the  establishment  of  an  association,  the  avowed 
object  of  which  is  to  encourage  the  settlement  in  old,  well-estab- 
lished communities,  of  a  race  of  people  which  is  destined  by 
nature  to  be  distinct  and  separate  from  us.  It  is  also  with  a  feel- 
ing of  deep  resentment  that  we  look  upon  the  selection  of  the 
Township  of  Kaleigh,  in  this  District,  as  the  first  portion  of  our 
beloved  country,  which  is  to  be  cursed,  with  a  systematic  organi- 
zation for  setting  the  laws  of  nature  at  defiance.  Do  communi- 
ties in  other  portions  of  Canada,  feel  that  the  presence  of  the 
negro  among  them  is  an  annoyance  ?  Do  they  feel  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  colored  people  among  them,  and  amalgamation  its 
necessary  and  hideous  attendant,  is  an  evil  which  requires  to  be 
checked  ?  With  what  a  feeling  of  horror,  would  the  people  of 
any  of  the  old  settled  townships  of  the  eastern  portion  of  this 
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Province,  look  upon  a  measure  which  had  for  its  avowed  object, 
the  effect  of  introducing  several  hundreds  of  Africans,  into  the 
very  heart  of  their  neighborhood,  their  families  interspersing 
themselves  among  them,  upon  every  vacant  lot  of  land,  their 
children  mingling  in  their  schools,  and  all  claiming  to  be  admitted 
not  only  to  political,  but  to  social  privileges  ?  and  when  wc  reflect, 
too,  that  many  of  them  must  from  necessity,  be  the  very  worst 
species  of  that  neglected  race ;  the  fugitives  ftx)m  justice ;  how 
much  more  revolting  must  the  scheme  appear?  How  then  can 
you  adopt  such  a  measure  ?  We  beseech  our  fellow  subjects  to 
pause  before  they  embark  in  such  an  enterprise,  and  ask  them- 
selves, *  whether  they  are  doing  by  us  as  they  would  wish  us  to 
do  unto  them.'  .....  Surely  our  natural  position  is  irksome 
enough  without  submitting  to  a  measure,  which  not  only  holds 
out  a  premium  for  filling  up  our  district  with  a  race  of  people, 
upon  whom  we  can  not  look  without  a  feeling  of  repulsion,  and 
who,  having  been  brought  up  in  a  state  of  bondage  and  servility, 
are  totally  ignorant  both  of  their  social  and  political  duties ;  but 
at  the  same  time  makes  it  the  common  receptable  into  which 
all  other  portions  of  the  Province  are  to  void  the  devotees  of 
misery  and  crime.  Look  at  your  prisons  and  your  penitentiary, 
and  behold  the  fearful  preponderance  of  their  black  over  their 

white  inmates  in  proportion  to  the  population  of  each We 

have  no  desire  to  show  hostility  toward  the  colored  people,  no 
desire  to  banish  them  from  the  Province.  On  the  contrary,  we 
are  willing  to  assist  in  any  well-devised  scheme  for  their  moral 
and  social  advancement.  Our  only  desire  is,  that  they  shall  be 
separated  from  the  whites,  and  that  no  encouragement  shall  here- 
after be  given  to  the  migration  of  the  colored  man  from  the 
United  States,  or  any  where  else.  The  idea  that  we  have  brought 
the  curse  upon  ourselves,  through  the  establishment  of  slavery  by 
our  ancestors,  is  false.  As  Oanadians,  we  have  yet  to  learn  that 
we  ought  to  be  made  a  vicarious  atonement  for  European  sins. 

^^ Canadians:  The  hour  has  arrived  when  we  should  arouse 
from  our  lethargy ;  when  we  should  gather  ourselves  together  in 
our  might,  and  resist  the  onward  progress  of  an  evil  which 
threatens  to  entail  upon  friluro  generations  a  thousand  curses. 
Now  is  the  day.  A  few  short  years  will  put  it  beyond  our  power. 
Thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  American  negroes,  with  the 
aid  of  the  abolition  societies  in  the  States,  and  with  the  counte- 
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nance  given  them  by  our  philanthropic  institutions,  will  continue 
to  pour  into  Canada,  if  resistance  is  not  offered.  Many  of  you 
who  live  at  a  distance  &om  this  frontier,  have  no  conception 
either  of  the  number  or  the  character  of  these  emigrants,  or  of 
their  poisonous  effect  upon  the  moral  and  social  habits  of  a  com- 
munity. You  listen  with  active  sympathy  to  every  thing  narrated 
of  the  sufferings  of  the  poor  African ;  your  feelings  are  enlisted, 
and  your  purse  strings  unloosed,  and  this  often  by  the  hypocriti- 
cal declamation  of  some  self-styled  philanthropist.  Under  such 
influences  many  of  you,  in  our  large  cities  and  towns,  form  your- 
selves into  societies,  and,  without  reflection,  you  supply  funds  for 
the  support  of  schemes  prejudicial  to  the  best  interests  of  our 
country.  Against  such  proceedings,  and  especially  against  any 
and  every  attempt  to  settle  any  township  in  this  District  with 
negroes,  we  solemnly  protest,  and  we  call  upon  our  countrymen, 
in  all  parts  of  the  Province,  to  assist  in  our  opposition. 

"Fellow  Christians :  Let  us  forever  maintain  the  sacred  dogma, 
that  all  men  have  equal,  natural,  and  inalienable  rights.  Let  us 
do  every  thing  in  our  power,  consistent  with  international  polity 
and  justice,  to  abolish  the  accursed  system  of  slavery  in  the  neigh- 
boring Bepublic.  But  let  us  not,  through  a  mistaken  zeal  to 
abate  the  evil  of  another  land,  entail  upon  ourselves  a  misery 
which  every  enlightened  lover  of  his  country  must  mourn.  Let 
the  slaves  of*  the  United  States  be  flree,  but  let  it  be  in  their  own 
country.  Let  us  not  countenance  their  further  introduction  among 
OB ;  in  a  word,  let  the  people  of  the  United  States  bear  the  burthen 
of  their  own  sins. 

"What  has  already  been  done,  can  not  now  be  avoided;  but  it 
is  not  too  late  to  do  justice  to  ouraelves,  and  retrieve  the  errors  of 
the  past.  Let  a  suitable  place  be  provided  by  the  Government, 
to  which  the  colored  people  may  be  removed,*  and  separated  from 
the  whites,  and  in  this  scheme  we  will  cordially  join.  We  owe 
it  to  them,  but  how  much  more  do  we  owe  it  to  ourselves  ?  But 
we  implore  you  that  you  will  not,  either  by  your  counsel,  or  your 
pecuniary  aid,  assist  those  who  have  projected  the  association 
for  the  settlement  of  a  horde  of  ignorant  slaves  in  the  town  of 
Raleigh.  It  is  one  of  the  oldest  and  most  densely  settled  town- 
ships, in  the  very  center  of  our  new  and  promising  District  of 
Kent,  and  we  feel  that  this  scheme,  if  carried  into  operation,  will 
have  the  effect  of  hanging  like  a  dead  weight  upn  our  rising  pros- 
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perity.  What  is  our  case  to-day,  to-morrow  may  Ij©  yours ;  join 
us  then,  in  endeavoring  to  put  a  stop  to  what  is  not  only  a  gen- 
eral evil,  but  in  this  case  an  act  of  unwarrantable  injustice ;  and 
when  the  time  may  come  when  you  shall  be  similarly  situated  to 
us,  we  have  no  doubt  that,  like  us,  you  will  cry  out,  and  your 
appeal  shall  not  be  in  vain." 

On  the  3d  of  September,  1849,  the  colored  people  of  Toronto, 
Canada,  held  a  meeting,  in  which  they  responded  at  length  to  the 
foregoing  address.  The  spirit  of  the  meeting  can  be  divined 
from  the  following  resolutions,  which  were  unanimously  passed : 

^'  1st.  Resolved^  l^hat  we,  as  a  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Canada,  conceive  it  to  be  our  imperative  duty  to  give  an  expres- 
sion of  sentiment  in  reference  to  the  proceedings  of  the  late  meet- 
ing held  at  Chatham,  denying  the  right  of  the  colored  people  to 
settle  where  they  please. 

"2d.  Resolved^  That  we  spurn  with  contempt  and  burning 
indignation,  any  attempt,  on  the  part  of  any  person,  or  persons, 
to  thrust  us  from  the  general  bulk  of  society,  and  place  us  in  a 
separate  and  distinct  classification,  such  as  is  expressly  implied  in 
en  address  issued  from  the  late  meeting  above  alluded  to. 

"  3d.  Resolved^  That  the  principle  of  selfishness,  as  exempli- 
fied in  the  originators  of  the  resolutions  and  address,  we  detest, 
as  we  do  similar  ones  emanating  from  a  similar  source ;  and  we 
can  clearly  see  the  workings  of  a  corrupt  and  depraved  heart, 
arranged  in  hostility  to  the  heaven-born  principle  of  liberty^  in  its 
broadest  and  most  unrestricted  sense." 

On  the  9th  of  October.  1849,  the  Municipal  Council  of  the 
Western  District,  adopted  a  Memorial  to  His  Excellency,  the 
Governor  General,  protesting  against  the  proposed  Elgin  Associ- 
ation, in  which  the  following  language  occurs : 

"  Clandestine  petitions  have  been  got  up,  principally,  if 

not  wholly,  signed  by  colored  people,  in  order  to  mislead  Govern- 
ment and  the  Elgin  Association.  These  petitions  do  not  embody 
the  sentiments  or  feelings  of  the  respectable,  intelligent,  and 
industrious  yeomanry  of  the  Western  District.  We  can  assure 
your  Excellency  that  any  such  statement  is  false,  that  there  is  but 
one  feeling,  and  that  is  of  disgust  and  hati*ed,  that  they,  the  ne- 
groes, should  be  allowed  to  settle  in  any  township  where  there  is 
'a  white  settlement.  Our  language  is  strong ;  but  when  we  look 
at  the  expressions  used  at  a  late  meeting  held  by  the  colored 
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people  of  Toronto,  openly  avowing  the  propriety  of  amalgamation, 
and  stating  that  it  must,  aUd  will,  and  shall  continae,  we  cannot 

avoid   so  doing The  increased  immigration   of   foreign 

negroes  into  this  part  of  the  Province  is  truly  alarming.  We 
cannot  omit  mentioning  some  facts  for  the  corroboration  of  what 
we  have  stated.  The  negroes,  who  form  at  least  one-third  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  township  of  Colchester,  attended  the  township 
meeting  for  the  election  of  parish  and  township  officers,  and 
insisted  upon  their  right  to  vote,  which  was  denied  them  by  every 
individual  white  man  at  the  meeting.  The  consequence  was, 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  meeting  was  prosecuted  and  thrown  into 
heavy  costs,  which  costs  were  paid  by  subscription  from'  white 
inhabitants.  In  the  same  township  of  Colchester,  as  well  as  in 
many  others,  the  inhabitants  have  not  been  able  to  get  schools  in 
many  school  sections,  in  consequence  of  the  negroes  insisting  on 
their  right  of  sending  their  children  to  such  schools.  No  white 
man  will  ever  act  with  them  in  any  public  capacity ;  this  fact  is 
flo  glaring,  that  no  sheriff  in  this  Province  would  dare  to  sum- 
mons colored  men  to  do  jury  duty.  That  such  things  have  been 
done  in  other  quarters  of  the  British  dominions  we  are  well 
aware  of,  but  we  are  convinced  that  the  Canadians  will  never 
tolerate  such  conduct." 

A  Toronto  paper  of  December  24,  1847,  says :  "  The  white 
inhabitants  are  fast  leaving  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed  colored 
settlement,  for  the  United  States." 

The  St,  Catharines  Journal^  June,  1852,  under  the  head  of 
"the  fruits  of  having  colored  companies  and  colored  settlements," 
says:  ''On  the  occasion  of  the  June  muster  of  the  militia,  a 
pretty  large  turn  out  took  place  at  St.  Catharines.  We  regret 
exceedingly  that  the  day  did  not  pass  over  without  a  serious  riot. 
It  seems  that  on  the  parade  ground  some  insult  was  offered  to  the 
colored  company,  which  was  very  properly  restrained  by  Colonel 
Clark,  and  others.  If  the  affair  had  ended  here,  it  would  have 
been  fortunate;  but  the  bad  feeling  exhibited  on  the  parade 
ground  was  renewed,  by  some  evil-minded  person,  and  the  colored 
population,  becoming  roused  to  madness,  they  proceeded  to  wreak 
their  vengeance  on  a  company  in  Stinson's  tavern,  after  which  a 
general  melee  took  place,  in  which  several  men  were  wounded, 
and  it  is  likely  some  will  die  of  the  injuriefc  received.  The  col- 
ored village  is  a  ruin,  and  much  more  like  a  place  having  been 
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beseiged  by  an  enemy  than  any  thing  else.  'This  is  the  reward 
which  the  colored  men  have  received  for  their  loyalty,  and  the 
readiness  with  which  they  tnrned  out  to  train,  and  no  doubt  would 
if  the  country  required  their  services.  This  is  a  most  painful 
occurrtfice,  and  must  have  been  originated  by  some  very  ignorant 
persofl.  How  any  man  possessing  the  common  feelings  of  hu- 
manity, to  say  nothing  of  loyalty,  could  needlessly  offer  insult  to 
Bo  many  men,  so  cheerfully  turning  out  in  obodience  to  the  laws 
of  the  country,  exceeds  belief,  if  it  were  not  a  matter  of  fact. 
Too  much  credit  cannot  be  given  to  those  worthy  citizens  who 
used  their  best  efforts  to  restrain  the  excitement,  and  prevented 
any  further  blood-shedding." 

But  here  we  have  testimony  of  a  later  date.  Hon.  Colonel 
Prince,  member  of  the  Canadian  Parliament  in  1857,  had  resided 
among  the  colored  people  of  the  Western  District;  and,  like 
other  humane  men,  had  sympathized  with  them,  at  the  outset,* 
and  shown  them  many  favors.  Time  and  observation  changed 
his  views,  and,  in  the  course  of  his  parliamentary  duties,  we  find 
him  taking  a  stand  adverse  to  the  further  increase  of  the  negro 
population  in  Canada.     Hear  him,  as  reported  at  the  time : 

"On  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  emi- 
grants^ law  amendment  bill  being  called,  Hon.  Col.  Prince  said 
he  was  wishful  to  move  a  rider  to  the  measure.  The  black  people 
who  infested  the  land  were  tlie  greatest  curse  to  the  Province. 
The  lives  of  the  people  of  the  West  were  made  wretched  by  the 
inundation  of  these  animals,  and  many  of  the  largest  farmers  in 
the  county  of  Kent  have  been  compelled  to  leave  their  beautiful 
farms,  because  of  the  pestilential  swarthy  swarms. — What  were 
these  wretches  fit  for?  Nothing.  They  cooked  our  victuals  and 
shampooned  us;  but  who  would  not  rather  that  thes^  duties 
should  be  performed  by  white  men?  The  blacks  were  a  worth- 
less, useless,  thriftiess  set  of  beings — they  were  too  indolent,  lazy 
and  ignorant  to  work,  too  proud  to  be  taught;  and  not  only  that, 
if  the  criming  calendars  of  the  country  were  examined,  it  would 
be  found  that  they  were  a  majority  of  the  criminals.  They  were 
so  detestable  that  unless  some  method  were  adopted  of  preventing 
their  influx  into  this  country  by  the  "underground  rail  road,"  the 
people  of  the  West  would  be  obliged  to  drive  them  out  by  open 
riolence.  The  bill  before  the  House  imposed  a  capitation  tax 
upon  emigrants  from  Europe,  and  the  object  of  his  motion  was  to 
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levy  a  similar  tax  upon  blacks  who  came  hither  from  the  States. 
He  now  moved,  seconded  by  Mr.  Patton,  that  a  capitation  tax  of 
5s  for  adults,  and  Ss  9'd  for  children  above  one  year  and  under 
fourteen  years  of  age,  be  levied  on  persons  of  color  emigrating  to 
Canada  from  any  foreign  country. 

"  Ought  not  the  Western  men  to  be  protected  from  the  mscali- 
ties  and  villainies  of  the  black  wretches?  He  found  these  men 
with  fire  and  food,  and  lodging  when  they  were  in  need ;  and  he 
would  be  bound  to  say  that  the  black  men  of  the  county  of  Essex 
would  speak  well  of  him  in  this  respect.  But  he  could  not  admit 
them  as  being  equal  to  white  men ;  and,  after  a  long  and  close 
observation  of  human  nature,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  black  man  was  bom  to  and  intended  for  slavery,  and  that  lie  was 
fit  for  nothing  else.  [Sensation.]  Honorable  gentlemen  might  try 
to  groan  him  down,  but  he  was  not  to  be  moved  by  mawkish  senti- 
•  ment,  and  he  was  persuaded  that  they  might  as  well  try  to  change 
the  spots  of  the  leopard  as  to  make  the  black  a  good  citizen.  He 
had  told  black  men  so,  and  the  lazy  rascals  had  shnigged  their 
.  shoulders  and  wished  they  had  never  ran  away  from  their  "  good 
old  massa  "  in  Kentucky.  K  there  was  any  thing  unchristian  in 
what  he  had  proposed,  he  could  not  see  it,  and  he  feared  that  he 
was  not  born  a  Christian." 

The  Windsor  Herald^  of  July  3d,  1857,  contains  the  proceed- 
ings of  an  indignation  meeting,  held  by  the  colored  people  of 
Toronto,  at  which  they  denounced  Colonel  Prince  in  unmeasured 
terms  of  reproach.  The  same  paper  contains  the  reply  of  the 
Colonel,  copied  from  the  Toronto  Colonist^  and  it  is  given  entire, 
as  a  specimen  of  the  spicy  times  they  have,  in  Canada,  over  the 
negro  question.  The  editor  remarks,  in  relation  to  the  reply  of 
Colonel  Prince,  that  it  has  given  general  satis&ction  in  his  neigh- 
borhood.   It  is  as  follows : 

"  Deab  Sm : — Tour  valuable  paper  of  yesterday  has  afforded  me 
a  rich  treat  and  not  a  little  fun  in  the  report  of  an  indignation 
meeting  of  '  the  coloiiBd  citizens '  of  Toronto,  held  for  the  purpose 
of  censuring  me.  Perhaps  I  ought  not  to  notice  their  proceed- 
ings—^perhaps  it  would  be  more  becoming  in  me  to  allow  them  to 
paJBS  at  once  into  the  oblivion  which  awaits  them ;  but  as  it  is  the 
fashion  in  this  country  not  unfrequently  to  assume  that  to  be  true 
which  appears  in  print  against  an  individual,  unless  he  flatly 
denies  the  accusation,  I  shall,  at  least,  for  once,  condescend  to 
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notice  these  absnrd  proceedings.  They  deal  in  generalities,  and 
so  shall  I.  Of  the  colored  citizens  of  Toronto  I  know  little  or 
nothing ;  no  donbt,  some  are  respectable  enough  in  their  way,  and 
perform  the  inferior  duties  belonging  to  their  station  tolerably 
well.  Here  they  are  kept  in  order — in  their  proper"  place — but 
their  *  proceedings '  are  evidence  of  their  natural  conceit,  their 
▼anity ,  and  their  ignorance ;  and  in  them  the  cloven  foot  appears, 
and  evinces. what  they  would  do,  if  they  could.  I  believe  that  in 
this  city,  as  in  some  others  of  our  Province,  they  are  looked  upon 
as  necessary  evils,  and  only  submitted  to  because  white  servants 
are  so  scarce.  But  I  now  deal  with  these  fellows  as  a  body,  and 
I  pronounce  them  to  be,  as  such,  the  greatest  curse  ever  inflicted 
upon  the  two  magnificent  western  counties  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent  in  the  Legislative  Council  of  this  Province  1  and  few 
men  have  had  the  experience  of  them  that  I  have.  Among  tlie 
many  estimable  qualities  they  possess,  a  systematic  habit  of  lying 
is  not  the  least  prominent ;  and  the  ^  colored  citizens '  aforesaid 
seem  to  partake  of  that  quality  in  an  eminent  degree,  because  in 
their  famous  Resolutions  they  roundly  assert  that  during  the 
Rebellion  *  I  walked  arm  and  arm  with  colored  men  '-*-that '  I 
owe  my  election  to  the  votes  of  colored  men' — and  that  I  have 
^accumulated  much  earthly  gains,' as  a  lawyer,  among  *  colored 
clients.'  All  Lies!  Lies!  Lies!  from  beginning  to  end.  I  admit 
that  one  company  of  blacks  did  belong  to  my  contingent  battalion, 
but  they  made  the  very  worst  of  soldiers,  and  were,  comparatively 
speaking,  unsusceptible  of  drill  or  discipline,  and  were  conspicu- 
ous for  one  act  only — a  stupid  sentry  shot  the  son  of  one  of  our 
oldest  colonels,  under  a  mistakien  notion  that  he  was  thereby 
doing  his  duty.  But  I  certainly  never  did  myself  the  honor  of 
'walking  arm  in  arm'  with  any  of  the  colored  gentlemen  of  that 
distinguished  corps.  Then,  as  to  my  election.  Few,  very  few 
blacks  voted  for  me.  /  never  canvassed  them^  and  hence,  I  sup- 
pose, they  supported,  as  a  body,  my  opponent.  They  took  com- 
passion upon  'a  monument  of  injured  innocence^^  and  they 
sustained  the  monument  for  a  while,  upon  the  pedestal  their  influ- 
ence erected.  But  the  monument  fell,  and  the  fall  proved  that 
such  influence  was  merely  ephemeral,  and  it  sank  into  iuBignifi- 
cant  nothingness,  as  it  should,  and  I  hope  ever  will  do ;  or  God 
help  this  noble  land.  Poor  Blackies !  Be  not  so  bold  or  so  con- 
ceited, or  so  insolent  hereafter,  I  do  beseech  you. 
13 
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"Then  how  rich  I  havjB  become  amoDg  my  *  colored  clients  I' 
I  assert,  without  the  fear  of  contradiction,  that  I  have  been  the 
friend — the  steady  friend  of  our  western  '  Darkies'  for  more  than 
twenty  years ;  and  amidst  difficulties  and  troubles  innumerable, 
(for  they  are  a  litigious  race,)  I  have  been  their  adviser,  and  I 
never  made  twenty  pounds  out  of  them  in  that  long  period  1  The 
fact  is  that  the  poor  creatures  had  never  the  ability  to  pay  a 
lawyer's  fee. 

"  It  has  been  my  misfortune,  and  the  misfortune  of  my  family,  to 
live  among  those  blacks,  (and  they  have  lived  upon  us,)  for 
twenty-four  years.  I  have  employed  hundreds  of  them,  and, 
with  the  exception  of  one,  (named  Richard  Hunter,)  not  one  has 
ever  done  for  us  a  week's  honfest  labor.  I  have  taken  them  into 
my  service,  have  fed  and  clothed  them,  year  after  year,  on  their 
arrival  from  the  States,  and  in  return  I  have  generally  found  them 
rogues  and  thieves,  and  a  graceless,  worthless,  thriftless,  lying  set 
of  vagabonds.  That  is  my  very  plain  and  very  simple  descrip- 
tion of  the  darkies  as  a  body,  and  it  would  be  indorsed  j||  all  the 
western  white  men  with  very  few  exceptions. 

"  I  have  had  scores  of  their  George  Washingtons,  Thomas  Jef- 
fersons,  James  Madisons,  as  well  as  their  Dinahs,  and  Gleniras, 
and  Lavinias,  in  my  service,  and  I  understand  them  thoroughly, 
and  I  include  the  wliole  batch  (old  Richard  Hunter  excepted)  in 
the  category  above  described.  To  conclude,  you  'Gentlemen  of 
color,'  East  and  West,  and  especially  you  'colored  citizens  of 
Toronto,'  I  thank  you  for  having  given  me  an  opportunity  to 
publish  my  opinion  of  your  race.  Call  another  indignation  meet- 
ing, and  there  make  greater  fools  of  yourselves  than  you  did  at 
the  last,  and  then  '  to  supper  with  what  appetite  you  may.' 
"  Believe  me  to  remain, 

Mr.  Editor, 
Tours  very  fiiithfully, 

John  Peincb. 

Toronto,  26th  June,  1857."  -   ;* 

It  is  impracticable  to  extract  the  whole  of  the  important  facts 
referred  to  in  Maj.  Lachlan's  Report,  as  it  would  make  a  volume 
of  ilsi'lt*.  In  many  places  he  takes  occasion  to  urge  the  necessity 
of  elueation  for  the  colored  people,  as  the  only  possible  means  of 
their  elevation ;  and  also  presses  upon  the  attention  of  the  better 
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classes  of  that  race,  the  duty  of  co-operating  with  the  magistratea 
in  their  effortd  for  the  suppression  of  crime,  as  well  as  the  advan- 
tages t4>  be  derived  from  the  formation  of  associations  for  their 
intellectual  and  moral  advancement.  On  the  23d  of  May,  1847, 
he  addressed  the  Right  Honorable,  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  the  Gk>- 
vemor  of  Canada,  on  the  subject  of  the  causes  checking  the  pros- 
peri^  of  the  Western  District,  the  fourth  one  of  which  he  states  to 
be  ^'^  the  unfortunate  influx  into  its  leading  townships  of  swarms 
of  run-away  negro  slaves,  of  the  worst  description,  from  the 
American  States.'^  After  referring  to  the  facts  contained  in  his 
report  of  1841,  a  portion  of  which  are  presented  in  the  preceding 
pages,  he  says :  "  I  shall  therefore  rest  content  with  stating,  in 
connection  with  these  extracts,  the  simple  fact,  that  on  the  Prov- 
ince gradually  recovering  from  the  shock  given  to  immigration 
by  tlie  late  rebellion,  and  the  stream  of  British  settlers  beginning 
once  more  to  flow  toward  the  Province,  a  considerable  number 
of  emigrants  of  the  laboring  classes  made  their  way  to  the 
Westelj^  J)istrict,  and  for  some  time  wandered  about  in  search  of 
employment;  but  with  the  exception  of  those  who  had  come  to 
join  relations  and  friends,  and  a  few  others,  the  greatet*  portion, 
finding*  themselves  unable  to  obtain  work,  from  the  ground  which 
they  naturally  expected  to  occupy  being  already  monopolized  by 
negroes,  and  there  being  no  public  works  of  any  kind  on  which 
they  could  be  engaged,  became  completely  disheartened,  and  were 
ultimately  forced  to  disperse  themselves  elsewhere;  and,  most 
generally,  found  a  refuge  in  the  neighboring  States  of  Michigan 
and  Ohio.  And  such,  it  may  be  added,  has  ever  since  continued 
to  be  the  case;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  influx  of  negroes 

has  been  greatly  on  the  increase Far,  however,  be  it  for  me 

to  suppose  it  possible  to  abridge  for  one  moment  that  noble  con- 
stitutional principle — that  slavery  and  British  Rule  and  British 
feeling  are  incompatible;  but  still  I  consider  it  no  trifling  evil 
that  any  part  of  an  essentially  British  colony  should  be  thereby 
exposed  to  be  ma4e  the  receptable  of  the  worst  portion  of  the 
lowest  grade  of  the  human  race,  from  every  part  of  the  American 
Union,  to  the  evident  serious  injury  of  its  own  inhabitants,  and 
equally  serious  prejudice  to  the  claims  of  more  congenial  settlers.*' 
This  statement  shows,  very  clearly,  how  the  negro  lYnmigration 
into  Canada  operates  injuriously  to  its  prosperity  by  repelling  the 
white  immigrants. 
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"What  was  true  of  the  colored  population  of  the  Western  District 
of  Canada,  in  1841,  while  Major  Lachlan  filled  the  chair  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  seems  to  be  equally  true  in  1859.  The  JEasez 
Advocate^  contains  the  following  extract  from  the  Presentment  of 
the  Grand  Jury,  at  the  Essex  Assizes,  November  17,  1859,  in 
reference  to  the  jail :  "We  are  sorry  to  state  to  your  Lordship  the 
great  prevalence  of  the  colored  race  amoog  its  occupants,  and 
beg  to  call  attention  to  an  accompanying  document  from  the 
Municipal  Council  and  inhabitants  of  the  Township  of  Anderdon, 
which  we  recommend  to  your  Lordship's  serious  consideration. 

" '  To  the  Grand  Jury  of  ike  County  of  Eaaex^  in  Inquest 
a&semiled:  We,  the  undersigned  inhabitauts  of  the  Township  of 
Anderdon,  respectfully  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Grand 
Inquest  of  the  County  of  Essex  to  the  fearful  state  of  crime  in 
our  township.  That  there  exists  organized  bands  of  thieves,  too 
lazy  to  work,  who  nightly  plunder  our  property  I  That  nearly  all 
of  us,  more  or  less,  have  suffered  losses ;  and  that  for  the  last 
two  years  the  stealing  of  sheep  has  been  most  alarn^ng,  one 
individual  having  had  nine  stolen  within  that  period.  We  like 
wise  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact,  that  seven  colored  per- 
sons are  committed  to  stand  trial  at  the  present  assizes  on  the 
charge  of  sheep  stealing,  and  that  a  warrant  is  out  against  the 
eighth,  all  from  .the  Town  of  Anderdon.  We  beg  distinctly  to  be 
understood,  that  although  we  are  aware  that  nine-tenths  of  the 
crimes  committed  in  the  County  of  Essex,  according  to  the  popu- 
lation, are  so  committed  by  the  colored  people,  yet  we  willingly 
extend  the  hand  of  fellowship  and  kindness  to  the  emancipated 
slave,  whom  Great  Britain  has  granted  an  asylum  to  in  Canada. 
We  therefore  hope  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Essex  will 
lay  the  statement  of  our  case  before  his  Lordship,  the  Judge  at 
the  present  assizes,  that  some  measure  may  be  taken  by  the 
Government  to  protect  us  and  our  property,  or  persons  of  capital 
will  be  driven  from  the  country.' " 

We  find  it  stated  in  the  Cincinnati  Daily  Commercial^  that 
the  "  Court,-  in  alluding  to  this  presentment,  remarked  that  '  he 
was  not  surprised  at  finding  prejudice  existing  against  them  (the 
negroes)  among  the  respectable  portion  of  the  people,  for  they 
were  indolent,  shiftless  and  dishonest,  and  unworthy  of  the  sym- 
pathy that  some  mistaken  parties  extended  to  them  ;  they  would 
not  work  when  opportunity  was  presented,  but  preferred  subsist- 
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ing  by  thieving  from  respectable  &rmer8,  and  begging  from  thoee 
benevolently  inclined.' " 

In  September,  1859,  Mr.  Stanley,  a  government  agent  from  the 
West  Indies,  visited  Canada  with  the  view  of  inducing  the  colored 
l)eople  of  that  Province  to  emigrate  to  Jamaica.  The  Windsor 
Herald,  in  noticing  the  movement,  gives  the  details  of  the  arga- 
mc'Uts  presented,  at  the  meeting  in  Windsor,  to  influence  them  to 
accept  the  offer.  To  men  of  intelligence  and  foresight,  the  reasons 
wuuM  have  been  convincing ;  but  upon  the  minds  of  the  colored 
people,  they  seem  to  have  had  scarcely  any  weight  whatever — 
only  one  man  entering  his  name,  as  an  emigrant,  at  the  close  tf 
the  lecture.  They  were  assured  that  in  Jamaica  they  could  obtain 
employment  at  remunerative  salaries,  and  in  three  years  become 
owners  of  property,  besides  possessing  all  the  advantages  of  British 
subjects.  Only  a  stipulated  number  were  called  for  at  the  present 
time,  they  were  told,  but  if  the  experiment  proved  successful,  the 
gates  would  be  thrown  open  for  a  general  emigration.  The 
Governor  of  the  Island  guaranteed  them  occupations  on  their 
arrival,  or  a  certain  stipend  until  such  were  tbund,  and  also  their 
passage  thither  gratis.  Four  hundred  emigrants  were  wanted  to 
commence  the  experiment,  and  if  they  succeeded  in  getting  the 
Dumber  required,  they  designed  starting  for  Jamaica  in  the  space 
of  a  mouth. 

The  indisposition  of  the  colored  people  to  accept  the  liberal 
offer  of  the  authorites  of  Jamaica,  created  some  surprise  among 
the  whites ;  but  the  mystery  was  explained  when  the  agent  visited 
Chatham^  and  made  similar  offers  to  the  colored  people  of  that 
tdwn.  As  already  stated,  in  the  Preface  to  this  work,  they  not 
only  rejected  the  offered  boon  with  contempt,  but  gave  as  their 
reason,  that  events  would  shortly  transpire  in  the  United  States, 
which  would  demand  their  aid  in  behalf  of  their  fellow  country- 
men there.*  This  was  thirteen  days  before  the  Harper's  FcfTry 
outbreak,  and  Chatham  was  the  town  in  which  John  Brown  and 
his  associates  concocted  their  insurrectionarv  movement.  The 
chief  reason  why  the  Jamaica  emigration  scheme  was  rejected, 
must  have  been  the  determination  of  the  blacks  of  Canada  to  co- 
operate in  the  Bix)wn  insurrection. 

Here,  now,  are  all  the  results  of  the  Canada  experiment,  as 

• 

^  See  the  resolation  copied  into  the  Preface  to  the  present  edition. 
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presented  by  the  official  action  of  its  civil  officers  and  public  men. 
Need  it  be  said,  that  the  prospects  of  the  African  race  have  only 
been  rendered  the  more  dark  and  gloomy,  by  the  conduct  of  the 
free  colored  men  of  that  Province.  And  when  we  couple  the 
results  there  with  those  of  the  West  Indies,  it  must  be  obvious  to 
all,  that  what  has  been  attempted  for  the  colored  race  is  wholly 
impracticable ;  that  in  its  present  state  of  advancement  from  bar- 
barism, the  attainment  of  civil  and  social  equality,  with  the 
enlightened  white  races,  is  utterly  impossible. 

It  would  appear,  then,  that  philanthropists  have  committed  a 
grave  error  in  their  policy,  and  the  sooner  they  retrace  their  steps 
the  better  for  the  colored  people.  The  error  to  which  we  refer,  is 
this:  they  found  a  small  portion  of  colored  men,  whose  intelli- 
gence and  moral  character  equaled  that  of  the  average  of  the 
white  population  ;  and,  considering  it  a  great  hardship  that  such 
men  should  be  doomed  to  a  degraded  condition,  they  attempted 
to  raise  them  up  to  the  civil  and  social  position  which  their  merits 
would  entitle  them  to  occupy.  But  in  attempting  to  secure  equal 
rights  to  the  enlightened  negro,  the  philanthropists  claimed  the 
same  privilege  for  the  whole  of  that  race.  In  this  they  failed  to 
recognize  the  great  truth,  that  free  government  is  not  adapted  to 
men  in  a  condition  of  ignorance  and  moral  degradation.  By 
taking  such  broad  ground — ^by  securing  the  largest  amount  of 
liberty  for  a  great  mass  of  the  most  degraded  of  humanity — they 
have  altogether  failed  in  convincing  the  world,  that  freedom  is  a 
boon  worth  the  bestowal  upon  the  African  in  his  present  condi- 
tion. The  intelligent  colored  man,  who  could  have  been  lifted  up 
to  a  suitable  hight,  and  maintained  his  position,  if  he  had  been 
taken  alone,  could  not  be  elevated  at  all  when  the  whole  race 
were  fastened  to  his  skirts.  And  this  mistake  was  a  very  natural 
one  for  men  who  think  but  superficially.  Despotic  government 
is  repugnant  to  enlightened  men  :  hence,  in  rejecting  it  for  them- 
selves, they  repudiate  it  as  a  form  of  rule  for  all  others.  This 
decision,  plausible  as  it  may  appear,  is  not  consistent  with  the 
philosophy  of  human  nature  as  it  now  is ;  nor  is  it  in  accord- 
ance with  the  sentiments  of  the  profound  statesmen  who  framed 
the  American  Constitution.  They  held  that  only  men  of  intelli- 
gence and  moral  principle  were  capable  of  self-government ;  and, 
hence,  they  excluded  from  citizenship  the  barbarous  and  semi- 
barbarous  Indians  and  Africans,  who  were  around  them  and  in 
their  uudst. 
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Id  discussing  the  results  of  emancipation  in  the  United  States, 
in  a  preceding  chapter,  it  is  stated  that  one  principal  cause,  opera- 
ting to  check  the  further  liberation  of  the  slaves,  at  an  early  day 
in  our  history,  was,  that  freedom  had  proved  itself  of  little  value 
to  the  colored  man,  while  the  measure  had  greatly  increased  the 
burdens  of  the  whites ;  and  that  until  he  should  make  such  prog- 
ress as  would  prove  that  freedom  was  the  best  condition  for  the 
race,  while  intermingled  with  the  whites,  any  further  movements 
toward  general  emancipation  were  not  to  be  expected.  This 
view  is  now  indorsed  by  some  of  the  most  prominent  abolition- 
ists. Listen  to  the  Rev.  Henry  Ward  Beecher  on  this  subject. 
Li  his  sermon  in  reference  to  the  Harper's  Ferry  affair,  he  says: 

"  If  we  would  benefit  the  African  at  the  South,  we  must  begin 
at  home.  This  is  to  some  men  the  most  disagreeable  part  of  the 
doctrine  of  emancipation.  It  is  very  easy  to  labor  for  the  eman- 
cipation of  beings  a  thousand  miles  off;  but  when  it  comes  to  the 
practical  application  of  justice  and  humanity  to  those  about  us,  it 
is  not  so  easy.  The  truths  of  Ood  respecting  the  rights  and  dig- 
nities of  men,  are  just  as  important  to  free  colored  men,  as  to  en- 
slaved colored  men.  It  may  seem  strange  for  me  to  say  that  the 
lever  with  which  to  lift  the  load  of  Georgia  is  in  New  York  ;  but 
it  is.  I  do  not  believe  the  whole  free  North  can  tolerate  grinding 
injustice  toward  the  poor,  and  inhumanity  toward  the  laboring 
classes,  without  exerting.an  influence  unfavorable  to  justice  and 
humanity  in  the  South.  No  one  can  fail  to  see  the  inconsistency 
between  our  treatment  of  those  among  us,  who  are  in  the  lower 
walks  of  life,  and  our  professions  of  sympathy  for  the  Southern 
slaves.  How  are  the  free  colored  people  treated  at  the  North  ? 
They  are  almost  without  education,  with  but  little  sympathy  for 
their  ignorance.  They  are  refused  the  common  rights  of  citizenship 
which  the  whites  enjoy.  They  can  not  even  ride  in  the  cars  of 
our  city  rail  roads.  They  are  snuffed  at  in  the  house  of  God,  or 
tolerated  with  ill-disguised  disgust.  Can  the  black  man  be  a 
mason  in  New  York?  Let  him  be  employed  as  a  journeyman, 
and  every  Irish  lover  of  liberty  that  carries  the  hod  or  trowel, 
would  leave  at  once,  or  compel  him  to  leave  I  Oan  the  black 
man  be  a  carpenter?  There  is  scarcely  a  carpenter's  shop  in 
New  York  in  which  a  journeyman  would  continue  to  work,  if  a 
black  man  was  employed  in  it.  Oan  the  black  man  engage  in 
the  common  industries  of  life?    There  is  scarcely  one  in  which 
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he  can  engage.  He  is  crowded  down,  down,  down  through  the 
most  menial  callings,  to  the  bottom  of  society.  We  tax  them 
and  then  refuse  to  allow  their  children  to  go  to  our  public 
schools.  We  tax  them  and  then  refuse  to  sit  by  them  in  God's 
house.  We  heap  upon  them  moral  obloquy  more  atrocious  than 
that  which  the  master  heaps  upon  the  slave.  And  notwithstand- 
ing all  this,  we  lift  ourselves  up  to  talk  to  the  Southern  people 
about  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  human  soul,  and  especially 
the  African  soul !  It  is  true  that  slavery  is  cruel.  But  it  is  not 
at  all  certain  that  there  is  not  more  love  to.  the  race  in  the  South 

than  in  the  North Whenever  we  are  prepared  to  show 

toward  the  lowest,  the  poorest,  and  the  most  despised,  an  unaf- 
fected kindness,  such  as  led  Christ,  though  the  Lord  of  glory,  to 
lay  aside  his  dignities  and  take  on  himself  the  form  of  a  servant, 
and  to  undergo  an  ignominious  death,  that  he  might  rescue  men 
from  ignorance  and  bondage — whenever  we  are  prepared  to  do 
such  things  as  these,  we  may  be  sure  that  the  example  at  the  North 
will  not  be  unfelt  at  the  South.  Every  effort  that  is  made  in  Brook- 
lyn to  establish  churches  for  the  free  colored  people,  and  to  encour- 
age  them  to  educate  themselves  and  become  independent,  is  a  step 
toward  emancipation  in  the  South.  The  degradation  of  the  free 
colored  men  in  the  North  will  fortity  slavery  in  the  South  !" 

We  think  we  may  safely  guarantee,  tliat  whenever  Northern 
abolitionists  shall  carry  out  Mr.  Beecher's  scheme,  of  spending 
their  time  and  money  for  the  moral  and  intellectual  culture  of  the 
free  colored  people,  the  South  will  at  once  emancipate  every  slave 
within  her  limits ;  because  ^e  will  then  be  in  the  midst  of  the 
millenium.  Intelligent  free  colored  men  will  agree  with  us  in 
opinion,  as  they  have  tested  them  upon  this  subject. 
.  .One  point  more  remains  to  be  noticed : — the  influence  which 
the  results  in  Canada  and  Jamaica  have  exerted  upon  the  pros- 
pects of  the  free  colored  man  in  the  United  States.  We  mean, 
of  course,  his  prospects  for  securing  the  civil  tind  social  equality 
to  which  he  has  been  aspiring.  His  own  want  of  progress  has 
been  the  main  cause  of  checking  the  extension  of  emancipation. 
This  is  now  admitted  even  by  Kev.  H.  W.  Beecher,  himself. . 
Then,  again,  the  fact  that  much  less  advancement  has  been  made 
by  the  negroes  in  the  British  Provinces,  than  by  those  in  the 
United  States,  operates  still  more  powerfully  in  preventing  any 
further  liberation  of  the  slaves.     These  two  causes,  combined, 
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bav^e  dealt  a  death-blow  to  the  hope  of  emancipation,  in  the 
South,  by  any  moral  influence  coming  from  that  quarter;  and 
has,  in  fact,  put  back  that  cause,  so  far  as  the  moral  power  of  the 
negro  is  concerned,  to  a  period  hopelessly  distant.  Loyal  Britons 
may  urge  upon  us  the  duty  of  emancipation  as  strongly  as 
they  please ;  but  so  long  as  they  denounce  the  influx  of  colored 
men  as  a  curse  to  Canada,  just  so  long  they  will  fail  in  persuad- 
ing'Americans  that  an  increase  of  free  negroes  will  be  a  blessing 
to  the  United  States.  The  moral  power  of  the  free  negro,  in  pro- 
moting emancipation,  is  at  an  end ;  but  how  is  it  with  his  prospects 
of  success  in  the  employment  of  force?  The  Harper's  Ferry 
movement  is  pronounced,  by  anti-slavery  men  themselves,  as  the 
work  of  a  madman ;  and  no  other  attempt  of  that  kind  can  be 
more  successful,  as  none  but  the  insane  and  the  ignorant  will  ever 
enlist  in  such  an  enterprise.  The  power  of  the  free  colored  peo- 
ple in  promoting  emancipation,  say  what  they  will,  is  now  at  an 
end. 

But  these  are  not  all  the  results  of  the  movements  noticed. 
They  have  not  only  rendered  the  free  colored  people  powerless  in 
emancipation,  but  have  acted  most  injuriously  upon  themselves^ 
as  a  class,  in  both  the  free  and  the  slave  States.  In  the  North- 
western free  States,  every  new  Constitution  framed,  and  every  old 
one  amended,  with  perhaps  one  exception,  exclude  the  free  negroes 
from  the  privileges  of  citizenship.  In  the  slave  States,  generally, 
efforts  are  making  not  only  to  prevent  farther  emancipations,  but 
to  drive  out  the  free  colored  population  from  their  territories. 

Thus,  at  this  moment,  stands  the  question  of  the  capacity  of 
the  free  colored  people  of  the  United  States,  to  influence  public 
opinion  in  favor  of  emancipation.  And  where  are  their  cham- 
pions who  kindled  the  flame  which  is  now  extinguished  ?  Many 
of  them  are  in  their  graves ;  and  the  Harper's  Ferry  act,  but 
applied  the  match  that  exploded  the  existing  organizations.  One 
chieftain — always  truthful,  ever  in  earnest — is,  alas,  in  the  luna- 
tic asylum;  another — whose  zeal  overcomes  his  judgment,  at 
times — ^backs  down  from  the  position  he  had  taken,  that  rifles 
were  better  than  bibles  in  the  conflict  with  slavery;  another — 
coveting  not  the  martyr's  crown,  yet  a  little — has  left  his  editorial 
chair,  to  put  the  line  dividing  English  and  American  territory 
between  himself  and  danger ;  another — whose  life  could  not  well 
be  spared,  as  he,  doubtless,  thought — ^afiker  helping  to  organize  the 
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conspiracy  at  Ohatham,  in  Oanada,  immediately  set  out  to  explore 
Africa:  perhaps  to  select  a  home  for  the  Virginia  slaves,  and  be 
ready  to  receive  them  when  Brown  should  set  them  free.  These 
forces  can  never  be  re-combined.  As  for  others,  so  far  as  politi- 
cians are  concerned,  the  colored  race  have  nothing  to  hope.  The 
battle  for  free  territory,  in  the  sense  in  which  they  design  to  be 
understood,  is  a  contest  to  keep  the  blacks  and  whites  entirely 
separate.  It  is  a  determination  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  Jeffer- 
son, by  separating  the  races  where  it  can  be  accomplished — a 
policy  that  will  be  adhered  to  in  the  free  States,  and  which  the 
Canadians  would  gladly  adopt,  if  the  mother  country  w^ould  per- 
mit them  to  carry  out  their  wishes. 

Free  colored  men  of  the  United  States!  "in  the  days  of  ad- 
versity consider."  Are  not  the  signs  of  the  times  indicative  of 
the  necessity  of  a  change  of  policy  ? 
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CHAPTER    XVIII. 

THE  MORAL  RELATIONS  OF  PERSONS  HOLDING  THE  PER  SE  DOCTRINE, 
OX  THE  SUBJECT  OF  SLAVERY,  TO  THE  PURCHASE  AND  CONSUMPTION 
OF  SLAVE  LAROR  PRODUCTS. 

Moral  relatione  of  Slaver}' — Relations  of  the  consumer  of  Slave  labor  products 
to  the  system — Grand  error  of  all  An ti- Slavery  effort — Law  of  partictpa 
criminis  — Daniel  0*Ck)nnoll — Malum  in  se  doctrine— Inconsistency  of  those 
who  hold  it — English  Emancipationists — Their  commercial  argument — Dif- 
ferences between  the  position  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States — 
Preaching  versus  practice  by  Abolitionists — Cause  of  their  want  of  influence 
over  the  Slaveholder — Necessity  of  examining  the  question — Each  man  to 
be  judged  by  his  own  standard — Classification  of  opinions  in  the  United 
States,  in  regard  to  the  morality  of  Slavery — Three  Views — A  case  in  illus- 
tration— Apology  of  per  semen  for  using  Slave  grown  products  insufficient — 
Law  relating  to  "confusion  of  goods" — Per  se  men  parti dpea criminis  with 
Slaveholders — Taking  Slave  grown  products  under  protest  absurd — World's 
Christian  Evangelical  Alliance — Amount  of  Slave  labor  Cotton  in  England 
at  that  moment — Pharisaical  conduct — The  Scotchman  taking  his  wife  under 
protest — Anecdote— American  Cotton  more  acceptable  to  Englishmen  than 
Republican  principles — Secret  of  England's  policy  toward  American  Slavery 
—The  case  of  robbery  again  cited,  and  the  English  Satirized — A  contrast — 
Causes  of  the  want  of  moral  power  of  Abolitionists — Slaveholders  no  cause 
to  cringe — Other  results — Effect  of  the  adoption  of  the  per  se  doctrine  by 
ecclesiastical  bodies — Slaves  thus  left  in  all  their  moral  destitution — ^Inconsis- 
tency of  per  se  men  denouncing  others — What  the  Bible  says  of  similar  oon- 
dact 

£[aving  noticed  the  political  and  economical  relations  of 
Blaverj,  it  may  be  expected  that  we  shall  say  something  of  its 
moral  relations.  In  attempting  this,  we  choose  not  to  traverse 
that  interminable  labyrinth,  without  a  thread,  which  includes  the 
moral  character  of  the  system,  as  it  respects  the  relation  be- 
tween the  master  and  the  slave.  The  only  aspect  in  which  we 
care  to  consider  it,  is  in  the  moral  relations  which  the  consamers 
of  slave  labor  products  sustain  to  slavery :  and  even  on  this,  we 
shall  offer  no  opinion,  our  aim  being  only  to  promote  inquiry. 

This  view  of  the  question  is  not  an  unimportant  one.  It  in- 
cludes the  germ  of  the  grand  error  in  nearly  all  anti-slavery 
effort ;  and  to  which,  chiefly,  is  to  be  attributed  its  want  of  moral 
power  over  the  conscience  of  the  slaveholder.    The  abolition 
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movement,  was  designed  to  create  a  public  sentiment,  in  the  Uni- 
ted States,  that  should  be  equally  as  potent  in  forcing  emancipa- 
tion, as  was  the  public  opinion  of  Great  Britain.  But  why  have 
not  the  Americans  been  as  successful  as  the  English?  This  is  an 
inquiry  of  great  importance.  When  the  Anti-Slavery  Conven- 
tion, which  met,  December  6,  1833,  in  Philadelphia,  declared,  as 
a  part  of  its  creed :  "  That  there  is  no  difference  in  principle,  be- 
,tween  the  African  slave  trade,  and  American  slavery,"  it  meant 
to  be  understood  as  teaching,  that  the  person  who  purchased 
slaves  imported  from  Africa,  or  who  held  their  offspring  as 
slaves,  ^d^ particeps  criminis — partaker  in  the  crime — with  the 
slave  trader,  on  the  principle  that  he  who  receives  stolen  prop- 
erty, knowing  it  be  &uch,  is  equally  guilty  with  the  thief. 

On  this  point  Daniel  O'Connell  was  very  explicit,  when,  in  a 
public  assembly,  he  used  this  language:  "When  an  American 
comes  into  society,  he  will  be  asked,  '  are  you  one  of  the  thieves, 
or  are  you  an  honest  man?  If  you  are  an  honest  man,  then  you 
have  given  liberty  to  your  slaves ;  if  you  are  among  the  thieves, 
the  sooner  you  take  the  outside  of  the  house,  the  better.' " 

The  error  just  referred  to  was  this :  they  based  their  opposition 
to  slavery  on  the  principle,  that  it  was  malum  in  se — a  sin  in 
itself — rlike  the  slave  trade,  robbery  and  murder;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  continued  to  use  the  products  of  the  labor  of  the  slave 
as  though  they  had  been  obtained  from  the  labor  of  freemen.  But 
this  seeming  inconsistency  was  not  the  only  reason  why  they 
failed  to  create  such  a  public  sentiment  as  would  procure  the 
emancipation  of  our  slaves.  The  English  emancipationists  began 
their  work  like  philosophers — ^addressing  themselves,  respectfully 
to  the  power  that  could  grant  their  requests.  Beside  the  moral 
argument,  which  declared  slavery  a  crime,  the  English  philan- 
thropists labored  to  convince  Parliament,  that  emancipation  would 
be  advantageous  to  the  commerce  of  the  nation.  The  commer- 
cial value  of  the  Islands  had  been  reduced  one-third,  as  a  result 
of  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade.  Emancipation,  it  was  argued, 
would  more  than  restore  their  former  prosperity,  as  tlie  labor  of 
freemen  was  twice  as  productive  as  that  of  slaves.  But  Ameri- 
can abolitionists  commenced  their  crusade  against  slavery,  by 
charging  those  who  sustained  it,  and  who  alone,  held  the  power 
to  manumit,  with  crimes  of  the  blackest  dye.  This  placed  the 
parties  in  instant  antagonism,  causing  all  the  arguments  on  human 
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rights,  and  the  Binfulness  of  slavery,  to  fall  without  effect  upon 
the  ears  of  angry  men.  The  error  on  this  point,  consisted  in  fail- 
ing to  discriminate  between  the  sources  of  the  power  over  eman- 
cipation in  England  and  in  the  United  States.  With  Great 
Britain,  the  power  was  in  Parliament.  The  masters,  in  the  West 
Indies,  bad  no  voice  in  the  question.  It  was  the  voters  in  Eng- 
land alone  who  controlled  the  elections,  and,  consequently,  con- 
trolled Parliament.  But  the  conditipn  of  things  in  the  United 
States  is  the  reverse  of  what  it  was  in  England.  Witli  us,  the 
power  of  emancipation  is  in  the  States,  not  in  Congress.  The 
slaveholders  elect  the  members  to  the  State  Legislatures ;  and 
they  choose  none  but  such  as  agree  with  them  in  opinion.  It 
matters  not,  therefore,  what  public  sentiment  may  be  at  the  North, 
as  it  has  no  power  over  the  Legislatures  of  the  South.  Here, 
then,  is  tlie  difference:  with  us  the  slaveholder  controls  the  ques- 
tion of  emancipation,  while  in  England  the  consent  of  the  master 
was  not  necessary  to  the  execution  of  that  work. 

Our  anti-slavery  men  seem  to  have  fallen  into  their  errors  of 
policy,  by  following  the  lead  of  those  of  England,  who  manifested 
a  total  ignorance  of  the  relations  existing  between  our  General 
Government  and  the  State  Governments.  Oii  the  abolition  plat- 
form, slaveholders  found  themselves  placed  in  the  same  category 
with  slave  traders  and  thieves.  They  were  told  that  all  laws, 
giving  them  power  over  the  slave,  were  void  in  the  sight  of 
heaven ;  and  that  their  appropriation  of  the  fruits  of  the  labor  of 
the  slave,  without  giving  him  compensation,  was  robbery.  Had 
the  preaching  of  these  principles  produced  conviction,  it  must 
have  promoted  emancipation.  But,  unfortunately,  while  these 
doctrines  were  held  up  to  the  gaze  of  slaveholders,  in  the  one 
hand  of  the  exhorter,  they  beheld  his  other  hand  stretched  out, 
from  beneath  his  cloak  of  seeming  sanctity,  to  clutch  the  products 
of  the  very  robbery  he  was  professing  to  condemn  I  Take  a  fact 
in  proof  of  this  view  of  the  subject. 

At  the  date  of  the  declarations  of  Daniel  O'Connell,  on  behalf 
of  the  English,  and  by  the  Philadelphia  Anti-Slavery  Convention, 
on  the  part  of  Americans,  the  British  manufacturers  were  pur- 
chasing, annually,  about  300,000,000  lbs.  of  cotton,  from  the 
very  men  denounced  as  equally  criminal  with  slave  traders  and 
thieves ;  and  the  people  of  the  United  States  were  almost  wholly 
dependent  upon   slave  labor  for  their  supplies  of  cotton  and 
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groceries.  It  is  no  matter  for  wonder,  therefore,  that  slaveholders, 
should  treat,  as  fiction,  the  doctrine  that  slave  labor  products  are 
the  fruits  of  robbery,  so  long  as  they  are  purchased  without  scru- 
ple, by  all  classes  of  men,  in  Europe  and  America.  The  pecuni- 
ary argument  for  emancipation,  that  &ee  labor  is  more  profitable 
than  slave  labor,  was  also  urged  here,  but  was  treated  as  the 
greatest  absurdity.  The  masters  had,  before  their  eyes,  the  evi- 
dence of  the  falsity  of  the  assertion,  that,  if  emancipated,  the 
slaves  would  be  doubly  profitable  as  free  laborers.  The  reverse 
was  admitted,  on  all  hands,  to  be  true  in  relation  to  our  colored 
people. 

But  this  question,  of  the  moral  relations  which  the  consumers 
of  slave  labor  products  sustain  to  slavery,  is  one  of  too  important 
a  nature  to  be  passed  over  without  a  closer  examination ;  and, 
beside,  it  is  involved  in  less  obscurity  than  the  morality  of  the 
relation  existing  between  the  master  and  the  slave.  Its  consider- 
ation, too,  aflbrds  an  opportunity  of  discriminating  between  the 
diflerent  opinions  entertained  on  the  broad  question  of  the  moral- 
ity of  the  institution,  and  enables  us  to  judge  of  the  consistency 
and  conscientiousness  of  every  man,  by  the  standard  which  he 
himself  adopts. 

The  prevalent  opinions,  as  to  the  morality  of  the  institution  of 
slavery,  in  the  United  States,  may  be  classified  under  three  heads: 
1.  That  it  is  justified  by  Scripture  example  and  precept.  2.  That 
it  is  a  great  civil  and  social  evil,  resulting  from  ignoi'ance  and 
degradation,  like  despotic  systems  of  government,  and  may  be 
tolerated  until  its  subjects  are  suflSciently  enlightened  to  render  it 
safe  to  grant  them  equal  rights.  3.  That  it  is  malum  in  ae^  like 
robbery  and  murder,  and  can  not  be  sustained,  for  a  moment, 
without  sin  ;  and,  like  sin,  should  be  immediately  abandoned. 

Those  who  consider  slavery  sanctioned  by  the  Bible,  conceive 
that  they  can,  consistently  with  their  creed,  not  only  hold  slaves, 
and  use  the  products  of  slave  labor,  without  doing  violence  to 
their  consciences,  but  may  adopt  measures  to  perpetuate  the  sys- 
tem. Those  who  consider  slavery  merely  a  great  civil  and  social 
evil,  a  despotism  that  may  engender  oppression,  or  may  not,  are 
of  opinion  that  they  may  purchase  and  use  its  products,  or  inter- 
change their  own  for  those  of  the  slaveholder,  as  free  governments 
hold  commercial  and  diplomatic  intercourse  with  despotic  ones, 
without  being  responsible  for  the  moral  evils  connected  with  the 
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Bystem.  But  the  position  of  those  who  believe  slavery  malum  in 
w,  like  the  slave  trade,  robbery  and  murder,  is  a  very  dilBerent 
one  from  eitlier  of  the  other  classes,  as  it  regards  the  purchase 
and  nse  of  slave  labor  products.  Let  us  illustrate  this  by  a  case 
io  point. 

A  company  of  men  hold  a  number  of  their  fellow  men  in 
bondage  under  the  laws  of  the  commonwealth  in  which  they  live, 
60  that  they  can  compel  them  to  work  their  plantations,  and  raise 
horses,  cattle,  hogs,  and  cotton.  These  products  of  the  labor  of 
the  oppressed,  are  appropriated  by  iho  oppressors  to  their  own 
use,  and  taken  into  the  markets  for  sale.  Another  company  pro- 
ceed to  a  community  of  freemen,  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  who  have 
laboreil  voluntarily  during  the  year,  seize  their  persons,  bind 
them,  convey  away  their  horses,  cattle,  hogs,  and  cotton,  and  take 
the  property  to  market.  The  first  association  represents  the 
slaveholders ;  the  second  a  band  of  robbers.  The  commodities 
of  both  parties,  are  openly  ofiered  for  sale,  and  every  one  knows 
how  the  property  of  each  was  obtained.  Those  who  believe  the  j?^ 
u  doctrine,  place  both  these  associations  in  the  same  moral  cate- 
gory, and  call  them  robbers.  Judged  by  this  rule,  the  first  band 
are  the  more  criminal,  as  they  have  deprived  their  victims  of 
personal  liberty,  forced  them  into  servitude,  and  then  '*  despoiled 
them  of  the  fruits  of  their  labor."*  The  second  band  have  only 
deprived  their  victims  of  liberty,  while  they  robbed  them ;  and 
thus  have  committed  but  two  crimes,  while  the  first  have  per- 
petrated three.  These  parties  attempt  to  negotiate  the  sale  of 
their  cotton,  say  in  London.  The  first  Company  dispose  of  their 
cargo  without  difiiculty-^no  one  manifesting  the  slightest  scruple 
at  purchasing  the  products  of  slave  labor.  But  the  second  com- 
pany are  not  so  fortunate.  As  soon  as  their  true  character  is 
ascertained,  the  police  drag  its  members  to  Court,  where  they  are 
sentenced  to  Bridewell.  In  vain  do  these  robbers  quote  the 
Philadelphia  Anti-Slavery  Convention,  and  Daniel  O'Conncll,  to 
prove  that  their  cotton  was  obt'ained  by  means  no  more  criminal 
than  that  of  the  slaveholders,  and  that,  therefore,  judgment  ought 

♦  This  18  the  phrase,  nearly  verbatim,'  used  by  Mr.  Sumner  in  his  speech  on 
the  Fugitive  Slave  Bill.  Language,  a  little  more  to  the  point,  is  used  in  "  The 
Friendly  Remonstrance  of  the  People  of  Scotland,  on  the  Subject  of  Slavery," 
poblished  in  the  American  Missionary^  September,  1855.  In  depicting  slavery 
it  speaks  of  it  as  a  system  *'  which  robs  its  victims  of  the  fruits  of  their  toil." 
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to  be  reversed.  The  Court  will  Dot  entertain  such  a  plea,  and 
they  have  to,  endure  the  penalty  of  the  law.  Now^  why  this  dif- 
ference, if  slavery  be  malum  in  set  And  if  the  receiver  of 
stolen  property  \Aj^tic0p9  criminia  with  the'  thief,  why  is  it,  that 
the  Englishman,  who  should  receive  and  sell  the  cotton  of  the 
robbers,  would  run  the  risk  of  being  ^nt  to  prison  with  them, 
while  if  he  acted  as  agent  of  the  slaveholder,  he  would  be  treated 
as  an  honorable  man!  If  the  master  .has  no  moral  right  to  hold 
his  slaves,  in  what  respect  can  the  products  of  their  labor  differ 
from  the  property  acquired  by  robbery  ?  And  if  the  property  be 
the  fruits  of  robbery,  how  can  any  one  use  it,  without  violating 
conscience  ? 

We  have  met  with  the  following  sage  exposition  of  the  question, 
in  justification  of  the  use  of  slave  labor  products,  by  those  who 
believe  the^^r  86  doctrine :  The  master  owns  the  lands,  gives  his 
skill  and  intelligence  to  direct  the  labor,  and  feeds  and  clothes  the 
slaves.  The  slaves,  therefore,  are  entitled  only  to  a  part  of  the 
proceeds  of  their  labor,  while  the  master  is  also  justly  entitled  to 
a  part  of  the  crop.  When  brought  into  the  market,  the  purchaser 
can  not  know  what  part  belongs,  rightfully,  to  the  master,  and 
what  to  his  slaves,  as  the  whole  is  offered  in  bulk.  Ho  may^ 
therefore,  purchase  the  whole,  innocently,  and  throw  the  sinful- 
ness of  the  transaction  upon  the  master,  who  sells  what  bclougs 
to  others.  But  if  the^^  se  doctrine  be  true,  this  apology  for  the 
purchaser  is  not  a  justification.  Where  a  "  confusion  of  goods  " 
has  been  made  by  one  of  the  owners,  so  that  they  can  not  bo 
separated,  he  who  "confused"  them  can  have  no  advantage,  in 
law,  from  his  own  wrong,  but  the  goods  are  awai*ded  to  the  innocent 
party.  On  this  well  known  principle  of  law,  this  most  equitable 
rule,  the  master  forfeits  his  right  in  the  property,  and  the  pur- 
chaser, knowing  the  tacts,  becomes  a  party  in  his  guilt.  But 
aside  from  this^  the  "  confusion  of  goods,"  by  tlio  master,  can 
give  him  no  moral  right  to  dispose  of  the  interest  of  his  slaves 
therein  for  his  own  benefit ;  and*  the  persons  purchasing  such 
property,  acquire  no  moral  right  to  its  possession  and  use.  Tliese 
are  sound,  logical  views.  The  argument  offered,  in  justification 
of  those  who  hold  that  slavery  is  malum  in  se^  is  the  strongest 
that  can  be  made.  It  is  apparent,  then,  from  a  fair  analysis  of 
their  own  principles,  that  they  bxq  participee  criminis  with  slave- 
holders. 
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Again,  if  the  laws  regulating  the  institution  of  slavery,  be  mor- 
ally null  and  void,  and  not  binding  on  the  conscience,  then  the 
alayes  have  a  moral  right  to  the  proceeds  of  their  labor.  This 
right  can  not  be  alienated  by  any  act  of  the  master,  but  attaches 
to  the  property  wherever  it  may  bo  taken,  and  to  whomsoever  it 
may  be  sold.  This  principle,  in  law^  is  also  well  established.  The 
recent  decision  on  the  ^^  Gardiner  fraud, "  confirms  it ;  the  Court 
asserting,  that  the  money  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  under  such  circumstances,  continued  its  character  as  the 
money  and  property  of  the  United  States,  and  may  be  followed 
into  the  hands  of  those  who  cashed  the  orders  of  Gardiner,  and 
subsequently  drew  the  money,  but  who  are  not  the  true  owners  of 
the  said  fund ;  and  decreeing  that  the  amount  of  funds,  thus  ob- 
tained, be  collected  off  the  estate  of  said  Gardiner,  and  off  those 
who  drew  funds  from  the  treasury,  on  his  orders. 

These  principles  of  law  are  so  well  understood,  by  every  man 
of  intelligence,  that  we  can  not  conceive  how  those  advocating  the 
per  86  doctrines,  if  sincere,  can  continue  in  the  constant  use  of 
slave  grown  products,  without  a  perpetual  Eolation  of  conscience 
and  of  all  moral  law.  Taking  them  under  protest^  against  the 
slavery  which  produced  them,  is  ridiculous.  Refusing  to  fellow- 
ship the  slaveliolder,  while  eagerly  appropriating  the  products  of 
the  labor  of  the  slave,  which  he  brings  in  his  hand,  is  contempt- 
ible. The  most  noted  case  of  the  kind,  is  that  of  the  British 
Committee,  who  had  charge  of  the  preliminary  arrangements  for 
the  adtnission  of  members  to  the  World's  Christian  Evangelical 
Alliance.  One  of  the  rules  it  adopted,  but  which  the  Alliance 
afiierward  modified,  excluded  all  American  clergymen,  suspected 
of  a  want  of  orthodoxy  on  the  per  se  doctrine,  from  scats  in  that 
body.  Their  language,  to  American  clergymen,  was  virtually, 
"  Stand  aside,  I  am  holier  than  thou ; "  while,  at  the  same  mo- 
ment, their  parishioners,  the  manufacturers,  had  about  completed 
the  purchase  of  624,000,000  lbs.  of  cotton,  for  the  consumption 
of  their  mills,  during  the  year ;  the  bales  of  which,  piled  together, 
would  have  reached  mountain-high,  displaying,  mostly,  the  brands, 
*' New  Orleans, "  "Mobile,"  "Charleston." 

As  not  a  word  was  said,  by  the  Committee,  against  the  English- 
men who  were  buying  and  manufacturing  American  cotton,  the 
case  may  be  viewed  as  one  in  which  the  fniits  of  robbery  were 
taken  under  protest  against  the    robbers  themselves.     To  all 
14 
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intelligent  men,  the  conduct  of  the  people  of  Britain,  in  protesting 
against  slavery,  as  a  system  of  robbery,  while  continuing  to  pur- 
chase such  enormous  quantities  of  iiie  cotton  produced  by  slaves, 
appears  as  Pharasaical  as  the  conduct  of  the  consoierUious  Scotch- 
man, in  early  times,  in  Eastern  Pennsylvania,  who  manried  his 
wife  under  [M'otest  against  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  Qov* 
emment,  and  especially,  against  the  authority,  powerj  and  right 
of  the  magistrate  who  had  just  tied  the  knot.* 

Such  pliable  consciences,  doubtless,  are  very  convenient  in 
cases  of  emergency.  But  as  they  relax  when  selfish  ends  are  to 
be  subserved,  and  retain  their  rigidity  only  when  judging  the 
conduct  of  others,  the  inference  is,  that  the  persons  possessing 

*  An  anecdote,  illustratiye  of  the  pliability  of  some  consciences,  of  this  ap- 
parently rigid  class,  where  interest  or  inclination  demands  it,  has  often  been  told 
by  the  late  (Governor  Jif orrow,  of  Ohio.  An  old  Scotch  *'  Cameronian, "  in 
Eastern  Pennsylvania,  became  a  widower,  shortly  after  the  adoption  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  He  refused  to  acknowledge  either  the  National 
or  State  Government,  but  pronounced  them  both  unlawful,  unrighteous,  and 
ungodly.  Soon  he  began  to  feel  the  want  of  a  wife,  to  care  for  his  motherless 
children.  The  consent  of  a  woman  in  his  own  Church  was  gained,  because  to 
take  any  other  would  have  been  like  an  Israelite  marrying  a  daughter  of  the 
land  of  Canaan.  On  this  point,  as  in  refusing  to  swear  allegianoe  to  Govern- 
ment,  he  was  controlled  by  conscience.  But  now  a  practical  difficulty  presented 
itself.  There  was  no  minister  of  his  Church  in  the  country — and  those  of  other 
denominations,  in  his  judgment,  had  no  Divine  warrant  for  exercising  the  func- 
tions of  the  sacred  office.  He  repudiated  the  whole  of  them.  But  how  to  get 
married,  that  was  the  problem.  He  tried  to  persuade  his  intended  to  agree  to  a 
marriage  contract,  before  witnesses,  which  could  be  confirmed  whttaever  a  proper 
minister  should  arrive  from  Scotland.  But  his ' "  lady-love  "  would  not  consent 
to  the  plan.  She  must  be  married  "  like  other  folk, "  or  not  at  all — ^because 
"  people  would  talk  so."  The  Scotchman  for  want  of  a  wife,  like  Great  Britain 
for  want  of  cotton,  saw  very  plainly  that  his  children  must  sufifer ;  and  so  he 
resolved  to  get  married  at  all  hazards,  as  England  buys  her  cotton,  but  so  as  not 
to  violate  conscience.  Proceeding  with  his  intended  to  a  magistrate 's  office,  the 
ceremony  was  soon  performed,  and  they  twain  pronounced  ''  one  flesh. "  But 
no  sooner  had  he  "kissed  the  bride,"  the  sealing  act  of  the  contract  at  that 
day,  than  the  good  Cameronian  drew  a  written  document  from  his  pocket,  which 
he  read  aloud  before  the  officer  and  witnesses ;  and  in  which  he  entered  his 
solemn  protest  against  the  authority  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
sgainst  that  of  the  Stat«  of  Pennsylvania,  and  especially  against  the  power, 
right,  and  lawfulness  of  the  acts  of  the  magistrate  who  had  just  married  him. 
This  done,  ho  went  his  way,  rejoicing  that  he  had  secured  a  wife  without  recog- 
nizing the  lawfulness  of  ungodly  governments,  or  violating  his  conscience. 
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tbem  are  either  hypocritical,  or  else,  as  was  acknowledged  by 
Parson  D.,  in  similar  circumstances,  they  have  mistaken  their 
frefudioes  for  their  consoienoea. 

So  £Eur  as  Britain  is  concerned,  she  is,  manifest^,  much  more 
willing  to  receive  American  slave  labor  cotton  for  her  factories, 
ttian  American  republican  principles  for  her  people.  And  why 
80?  The  profits  derived  by  her,  from  the  purchase  and  manu&c- 
tore  of  slave  labor  cotton,  constitute  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
means  of  her  prosperity,  that  the  Government  could  not  sustain 
itself  were  the  supplies  of  this  article  cut  off.  It  is  easy  to  divine, 
therefore,  why  the  people  of  England  are  boundless  in  their  de- 
nunciation of  American  slavery,  while  not  a  single  remonstrance 
goea  up  to  the  throne,  against  the  importation  of  American  cotton. 
Should  she  exclude  it,  the  act  would  render  her  unable  to  pay  the 
interest  on  her  national  debt;  and  many  a  declaimer  against 
davery,  losing  his  income,  would  have  to  go  supperless  to  bed. 

Let  us  contrast  the  conduct  of  a  pagan  government  with  that 
of  Great  Britain.  When  the  Emperor  of  China  became  fully 
ooBvinced  of  his  inability  to  resist  the  prowess  of  the  British 
arms,  in  the  jGeimous  ^'  Opium  War,"  efforts  were  made  to  induce 
him  to  legalize  the  trafSc  in  opium,  by  levying  a  duty  on  its  im« 
port,  that  should  yield  him  a  heavy  profit  This  he  refused  to  do, 
and  recorded  his  decision  in  these  memorable  words : 

^^  It  is  true,  I  can  not  prevent  the  introduction  of  the  flowing 
poison.  Gain-seeking  and  corrupt  men  will,  for  profit  and  sensu- 
ality,  defeat  my  wishes,  but  nothing  will  induce  me  to  derive  a 
levenue  fiam  the  vice  and  misery  of  my  people."* 

Let  us  revert  a  moment  to  the  case  of  robbery,  before  cited,  in 
fiutiier  illustration  of  this  subject.  The  prisoners  serve  out  their 
tenn  in  Bridewell,  and,  after  a  year  or  two,  again  visit  London 
with  a  cargo  of  cotton.  The  police  recognize  them,  and  they  are 
a  second  time  arraigned  before  the  court  for  trial.  The  judge 
d^uands  why  they  should  have  dared  to  revisit  the  soil  of  Eng- 
land, to  offer  for  sale  the  products  of  their  robbery.  The  prison- 
ers assure  his  honor  that  they  have  neither  outraged  the  public 
sentiment  of  the  kingdom,  nor  violated  its  laws.  ^^  While  in 
your  prison,  sir,''  they  go  on  to  say,  ^^  we  became  instructed  in 
the  morals  of  British  economics.      Anxious  to  atone  for  our 

*  National  InUUigencer^  1854. 
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former  fault,  and  to  restore  onrselves  to  the  confidence  and  respect 
of  the  pious  snbjects  of  your  most  gracious  Queen,  no  sooner 
were  we  released  from  prison,  than  we  hastened  to  the  African 
coast,  from  wtience  our  former  cargo  was  obtained,  and  seizing 
the  self-same  *men  whom  we  had  formerly  robbed,  we  bore  them 
off,  bodily,  to  the  soil  of  Texas.  They  resisted  sturdily,  it  is  true, 
but  we  mastered  them.  We  touched  none  of  the  fruits  of  their 
previous  labors.  Their  cotton  we  left  in  the  fields,  to  be  drenched 
by  the  rains  or  drifted  by  the  winds ;  because,  to  have  brought  it 
into  your  markets  would  have  subjected  us,  anew,  to  a  place  in 
your  dungeons.  In  Texas,  we  brought  our  prisoners  under  the 
control  of  the  laws,  which  there  give  us  power  to  hold  them  as 
slaves.  Stimulated  to  labor,  under  the  lash  of  the  overseer,  they 
have  produced  a  crop  of  cotton,  which  is  now  offered  in  your 
markets  as  a  lawful  article  of  commerce.  We  are  not  subjects  of 
your  Government,  and,  therefore,  not  indictable  under  your  laws 
against  slave  trading.  Your  honor,  will  perceive,  then,  that  our 
moral  relations  are  changed.  We  come  now  to  your  shores,  not 
as  dealers  in  stolen  property,  but  as  slaveholders,  with  the  pro- 
ducts of  slave  labor.  We  are  aware  that  hinkum  speakers,  at 
your  public  assemblies,  denounce  the  slaveholder  as  a  thief,  and 
his  appropriation  of  the  finits  of  the  labor  of  his  slaves,  as  robbery. 
We  comprehend  the  motives  prompting  such  utterances.  We 
come  not  to  attend  meetings  of  Ecclesiastical  Conventions,  repre- 
senting the  republican  principles  of  America,  to  unsettle  the 
doctrines  upon  which  the  throne  of  your  kingdom  is  based.  But 
we  come  as  cotton  planters,  to  supply  your  looms  with  cotton, 
that  British  commerce  may  not  be  abridged,  and  England,  the 
great  civilizer  of  the  world,  may  not  be  forced  to  slack  her  pace 
in  the  performance  of  her  mission.  This  is  our  character  and 
position ;  and  your  honor  will  at  once  see  that  it  is  your  duty,  and 
the  interest  of  your  Government,  to  treat  us  as  gentlemen  and 
your  most  faithftil  allies.''  The  judge  at  once  admits  the  justice 
of  their  plea,  rebukes  the  police,  apologizes  to  the  prisoners, 
assures  them  that  they  have  violated  no  law  of  the  realm ;  and 
that,  though  the  public  sentiment  of  the  nation  denounces  the 
slaveholder  as  a  thief^  yet  the  public  necessity  demands  a  full 
supply  of  cotton  from  the  planter.  He  then  orders  their  immedi- 
ate discharge,  and  invites  them  to  partake  of  the  hospitalities  of 
his  house  during  their  stay  in  London. 
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This  is  a  fair  example  of  British  consistency,  on  the  subject  of 
slavery,  so  far  as  the  supply  of  cotton  is  concerned.  The  English 
manufacturers  are  under  the  absolute  necessity  of  procuring  it ; 
bnt  as  free  labor  is  incapable  of  increasing  its  pM^iuction,  slave 
labor  must  be  made  to  remedy  the  defect. 

The  reason  can  now  be  clearly  comprehended,  why  abolitionists 
have  had  so  little  moral  power  over  the  conscience  of  the  slave- 
holder. Their  practice  has  been  inconsistent  with  their  precepts; 
or,  at  least,  their  conduct  has  been  liable  to  this  construction. 
Nor  do  we  perceive  how  they  can  exert  a  more  potent  influence, 
in  the  future,  unless  their  energies  are  directed  to  efforts  such  as 
will  relieve  them  from  a  position  so  inconsistent  with  their  pro- 
fessions, as  that  of  constantly  purchasing  products  which  they, 
themselves,  declare  to  be  the  fruits  of  robbery.  While,  therefore, 
things  remain  as  they  are,  with  the  world  so  largely  dependent 
upon  slave  labor,  how  can  it  be  otherwise,  than  that  the  system 
will  continue  to  fiouridh  ?  And  while  its  products  are  used  by  all 
classes,  of  every  sentiment,  and  country,  nearly,  how  can  the 
slaveholder  be  brought  to  see  any  thing,  in  the  practice  of  the 
world,  to  alarm  his  conscience,  and  make  him  cringe,  before  his 
fellow-men,  as  a  guilty  robber  ? 

But,  has  nothing  worse  occurred  from  the  advocacy  of  the  per 
%t  doctrine,  than  an  exhibition  of  inconsistency  on  the  part  of 
abolitionists,  and  the  perpetuation  of  slavery  resulting  from  their 
eondoctf  This  has  occurred.  Three  highly  respectable  religious 
denominations,  now  limited  to  the  North,  had  once  many  flour- 
ishing congregations  in  the  South.  On  the  adoption  of  the  per  ae 
doctrine,  by  their  respective  Synods,  their  congregations  became 
disturbed,  were  soon  after  broken  up,  or  the  ministers  in  charge 
had  to  seek  other  fields  of  labor.  Their  system  of  religious 
instruction,*  for  the  family,  being  quite  thorough,  the  slaves  were 
deriving  much  advantage  from  the  influence  of  these  bodies.  But 
when  they  resolved  to  withhold  the  gospel  from  the  master,  unless 
he  would  emancipate,  they  also  withdrew  the  means  of  grace  from 
the  slave ;  and,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned,  left  him  to  perish 
eternally !  Whether  this  course  was  proper,  or  whether  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  passed  by  the  morality  of  the  legal  rela- 
tion, in  the  creation  of  which  the  master  had  no  agency,  and  con- 
Bidered  him,  under  Providence,  as  the  moral  guardiati  of  the 
Blave,  bound  to  discharge  a  guardian's  duty  to  an  immortal  being, 
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we  sliall  not  undertake  to  detennine.  Attention  is  called  to  the 
&ctSy  merely  to  show  the  practical  effects  of  the  action  of  these 
churches  upon  the  slave,  and  what  the  per  se  doctrine  has  done 
in  depriidng  lupi  of  the  gospel. 

Another  remark,  and  we  have  done  with  this  topic.  Nothing 
is  more  common,  in  certain  circles,  than  denunciations  of  the 
Ohristian  men  and  ministers,  who  refuse  to  adopt  the  per  se  prin- 
ciple. We  leave  others  to  judge  whether  these  censures  are 
merited.  One  thing  is  certain :  those  who  believe  that  slavery  is 
a  great  civil  and  social  evil,  entailed  upon  the  country,  and  are 
extending  the  gospel  to  both  master  and  slave,  with  the  hope  of 
removing  it  peacefully,  can  not  be  reproached  with  acting  incon- 
sistently with  their  principles ;  while  those  who  declare  slavery 
malum  in  se^  and  refuse  to  fellowship  the  Ohristian  slaveholder, 
because  they  consider  him  a  robber,  but  yet  use  the  products  of 
slave  labor,  may  fairly  be  classified,  on  their  own  principles,  with 
the  hypocritical  people  of  Israel,  who  were  thus  reproached  by  the 
Most  High:  ^'What  hast  thou  to  do  to  declare  my  statutes,  or 

that  thou  shouldst  take  my  covenant  in  thy  mouth  ? When 

thou  sawest  a  thief^  then  thou  consentedst  with  him.''* 
^^-^^-^^-^^^^■^— ^— ^-^^-^■~~^^^^^^-^^— —  •        —  ^  . 

•  Psahn  1:  16^  la 
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CONCLUSION. 

In  concluding  onr  labors,  there  is  little  need  of  extended  obser- 
▼ation.  The  work  of  emancipation,  in  our  country,  was  checked, 
ftDd  the  extension  of  slavery  promoted : — ^first,  by  the  neglect  of 
the  firee  colored  people  to  improve  the  advantages  afforded  them ; 
second,  by  the  increasing  value  imparted  to  slave  labor;  third, 
by  the  mistaken  policy  into  which  the  English  and  American 
abolitionists  have  &llen.  Whatever  reasons  might  now  be  offered 
for  emancipation,  from  an  improvement  of  our  free  colored  people, 
IB  £Eur  more  than  counterbalanced  by  its  failure  in  the  West  Indies, 
and  the  constantly  increasing  value  of  the  labor  of  the  slave.  If, 
wh^i  the  planters  had  only  a  moiety  of  the  markets  for  cotton, 
the  value  of  slavery  was  such  as  to  arrest  emancipation,  how 
must  &e  obstacles  be  increased,  now,  when  they  have  the  monopoly 
of  Uie  markets  of  the  world  f  And,  besides  all  this,  a  more 
deadly  blow,  than  has  been  given  by  all  other  causes  combined, 
IB  now  levelled  at  negro  freedom  from  a  quarter  the  least  sus- 
pected. The  fEulure  of  the  Canadian  immigrants  to  improve  the 
privileges  afforded  them  under  British  law,  proves,  conclusively, 
that  the  true  laws  of  progress  for  the  African  race,  do  not  consist 
in  a  mere  escape  from  slavery. 

We  propose  not  to  speak  of  remedies  for  slavery.  That  we 
leave  to  others.  Thus  far  this  very  perplexing  question,  has 
baffled  all  human  wisdom.  Either  some  radical  defect  must  have 
existed,  in  the  measures  devised  for  its  removal,  or  the  time  has 
not  yet  come  for  successfully  assailing  the  institution.  Our  work 
is  completed,  in  the  delineation  we  have  given  of  its  varied  re- 
lations to  our  agricultural,  commercial,  and  social  interests.  As 
the  monopoly  of  the  culture  of  cotton,  imparts  to  slavery  its  eco- 
nomical value,  the  system  will  continue  as  long  as  this  monopoly 
is  maintained.  Slave  labor  products  have  now  become  necessities 
of  human  life,  to  the  extent  of  more  than  half  the  commercial 
articles  supplied  to  the  Christian  world.  Even  free  labor,  itself, 
is  made  largely  subservient  to  slaveiy,  and  vitally  interested  in  its 
perpetuation  and  extension. 

Can  this  condition  of  things  be  changed?  It  may  be  reason- 
ably doubted,  whether  any  thing  efficient  can  be  speedily  accom- 
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pHshed :  not  because  there  is  lack  of  territory  where  freemen 
may  be  employed  in  tropical  cultivation,  as  all  Western  and 
Central  Africa,  nearly,  is  adapted  to  this  purpose ;  not  because 
intelligent  free  labor,  under  proper  incentives,  is  less  productive 
than  slave  labor ;  but  because  freemen,  whose  constitutions  are 
adapted  to  tropical  climates,  will  not  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  offered  for  commencing  such  an  enterprise. 

Kino  Cotton  cares  not  whether  he  employs  slaves  or  freemen. 
It  is  the  cotton^  not  the  slaves^  upon  which  his  throne  is  based. 
Let  freemen  do  his  work  as  well,  and  he  will  not  object  to  the 
change.  The  efforts  of  his  most  powerfiil  ally,  Great  Britain,  to 
promote  that  object,  have  already  cost  her  people  many  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars,  with  total  failure  as  a  reward  for  her  zeal ; 
and  she  is  now  compelled  to  resort  to  the  expedient  of  employing 
the  slave  labor  of  Africa,  to  meet  the  necessities  of  her  manufac- 
turers. One-sixth  of  the  colored  people  of  the  United  States  are 
free ;  but  they  shun  the  cotton  regions,  and  have  been  instructed 
to  detest  emigration  to  Liberia.  Their  improvement  has  not  been 
such  as  was  anticipated ;  and  their  more  rapid  advancement  can 
not  be  expected,  while  they  remain  in  the  country.  The  free 
colored  people  of  the  British  West  Indies,  can  no  longer  be  relied 
on  to  furnish  tropical  products,  for  they  are  resting  contented  in 
a  state  of  almost  savage  indolence;  and  the  introduction  of  coolie 
labor  has  become  indispensable  as  a  means  of  saving  the  Islands 
from  ruin,  as  well  as  of  forcing  the  negro  into  habits  of  industry. 
Hayti  is  not  in  a  more  promising  condition ;  and  even  if  it  were, 
its  population  and  territory  are  too  limited  to  enable  it  to  meet 
the  increasing  demand.  His  Majesty,  Bjnq  Cotton,  therefore, 
is  forced  to  continue  the  employment  of  his  slaves ;  and,  by  their 
toil,  is  riding  on,  conquering  and  to  conquer  1  He  receives  no 
check  from  the  cries  of  the  oppressed,  while  the  citizens  of  the 
world  are  dragging  forward  his  chariot,  and  shouting  aloud  his 
praise  1  ,  . 

King  Cotton  is  a  profound  statesman,  and  knows  what 
measures  will  best  sustain  his  thronq.  He  is  an  acute  mental 
philosopher,  acquainted  with  the  secret  springs  of  human  action, 
and  accurately  perceives  who  can  best  promote  his  aims.  He  has 
no  evidence  that  colored  men  can  grow  his  cotton,  except  in  the 
capacity  of  slaves.  Thus  far,  all  experiments  made  to  increase 
the  production  of  cotton,  by  emancipating  the  slaves  employed  in 
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its  cultivation,  have  been  a  total  failure.  It  is  his  policy,  there- 
fore, to  defeat  all  schemes  of  emancipation.  To  do  this,  he  stirs 
vp  such  agitations  as  lure  his  enemies  into  measures  that  will  do 
bim  no  injury.  The  venal  politician  is  always  at  his  call,  and 
assumes  the  form  of  saint  or  sinner,  as  the  service  may  demand. 
Nor  does  he  overlook  the  enthusiast,  engaged  in  Quixotic  endeav- 
ors for  the  relief  of  suffering  humanity,  but  influences  him  to 
advocate  measures  which  tend  to  tighten,  instead  of  loosing  the 
bands  of  slavery.  Or,  if  he  can  not  bo  seduced  into  the  support 
of  such  schemes,  he  is  beguiled  into  efforts  that  waste  his  strength 
on  objects  the  most  impracticable;  so  that  slavery  receives  no 
damage  from  the  exuberance  of  his  philanthropy.  But  should 
such  a  one,  perceiving  the  futility  of  his  labors,  and  the  evils  of 
his  course,  make  an  attempt  to  avert  the  consequences ;  while  he 
is  doing  this,  some  new  recruil,  pushed  forward  into  his  former 
place,  charges  him  with  lukewarmness,  or  pro-slavery  sentiments, 
destroys  his  influence  with  the  public,  keeps  alive  the  delusions, 
and  sustains  the  supremacy  of  King  Cotton  in  the  world. 

In  speaking  of  the  economical  connections  of  slavery,  with  the 
other  material  interests  of  the  world,  we  have  called  it  a  tri- 
partite alliance.  It  is  more  than  this.  It  is  quadruple.  Its 
s^cture  includes  four  parties,  arranged  thus:  The  Western 
Agriculturists ;  the  Southern  Planters ;  the  English  Manufactur- 
ers ;  and  the  American  Abolitionists  1  By  this  arrangement,  the 
abolitionists  do  not  stand  in  direct  contact  with  slavery;  they 
imagine,  therefore,  that  they  have  clean,  hands  and  pure  hearts, 
80  far  as  sustaining  the  system  is  concerned.  But  they,  no  less 
iban  their  allies,  aid  in  promoting  the  interests  of  slavery.  Their 
sympathies  are  with  England  on  the  slavery  question,  and  they 
very  naturally  incline  to  agree  with  her  on  other  points.  She 
advocates  Free  Trade^  as  essential  to  her  manufactures  and  com- 
merce; and  they  do  the  same,  not  waiting  to  inquire  into  its 
bearings  upon  American  slavery.  We  refer  now  to  the  people, 
not  to  their  leaders,  whose  integiity  we  choose  not  to  indorse. 
The  free  trade  and  protective  systems,  in  their  bearings  upon 
Blavery,  are  so  well  understood,  that  no  man  of  general  reading, 
especially  an  editor,  or  member  of  Congress,  who  professes  anti- 
Blavery  sentiments,  at  the  same  time  advocating  free  trade,  will 
ever  convince  men  of  intelligence,  pretend  what  he  nis^,  that  he 
18  not  either  woefully  perverted  in  his  judgment,  or  emphatically, 
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a '^ dough-face"  in  disguise !  England,  we  were  about  to  say,  is 
in  alliance  with  the  cotton  planter,  to  whose  prosperity  free  trade 
is  indispensable.  Abolitionism  is  in  alliance  with  England.  All 
three  of  these  parties,  then,  agree  in  their  support  of  the  free  trade 
policy.  It  needed  but  the  aid  of  the  Western  &rmer,  therefore, 
to  give  permanency  to  this  principle.  His  adhesion  has  been 
given,  the  qicadruple  alliance  has  been  perfected,  and  slavery 
and  free  trade  nationalized! 

Slavery,  thus  intrenched  in  the  midst  of  such  powerful  allies, 
and  without  competition  in  tropical  cultivation,  has  become  the 
sole  reliance  of  King  Cotton.  Lest  the*  sources  of  his  aggrand- 
isement should  be  assailed,  we  can  well  imagine  him  as  being 
engaged  constantly,  in  devising  new  questions  of  agitation,  to 
divert  the  public  from  all  attempts  to  abandon  free  trade  and  re- 
store the  protective  policy.  He  now  finds  an  ample  source  of 
security,  in  this  respect,  in  agitating  the  question  of  slavery  ex- 
tension. This  exciting  topic,  as  we  have  said,  serves  to  keep 
politicians  of  the  abolition  school  at  the  North  in  his  constant 
employ.  But  for  the  agitation  of  this  subject,  few  of  these  men 
would  succeed  in  obtaining  the  suffrages  of  the  people.  Wedded 
to  England's  fr^e  trade  policy,  their  votes  in  Congress,  on  all 
questions  affecting  the  tariff,  are  always  in  perfect  harmony  with 
Southern  interests,  and  work  no  mischief  to  the  system  of  slavery. 
K  Kansas  comes  into  the  Union  as  a  slave  State,  he  is  secure  in 
the  political  power  it  will  give  him  in  Congress ;  but  if  it  is  re- 
ceived as  a  free  State,  it  will  still  be  tributary  to  him,  as  a  source 
ftoxn  whence  to  draw  provisions  to  feed  his  slaves.  Nor  does  it 
matter  much  which  way  the  controversy  is  decided,  so  long  as  all 
agree  not  to  disturb  slavery  in  the  States  where  it  is  already 
established  by  law.  Could  King  Cotton  be  assured  that  this 
position  will  not  be  abandoned,  he  would  care  little  about  slavery 
m  Kansas;  but  he  knows  full  well  that  the  public  sentiment  in 
the  North  is  adverse  to  the  system,  and  that  the  present  race  of 
politicians  may  readily  be  displaced  by  others  who  will  pledge 
themselves  to  its  overthrow  in  all  the  States  of  the  Union. 
Hence  he  wills  to  retain  the  power  over  the  question  in  his  own 
hands. 

/Hie  crisis  now  upon  the  country,  as  a  consequence  of  slavery 
having  become  dominant,  demands  that  the  highest  wisdom 
should  be  brought  to  the  management  of  national  afikirs.    Sla- 
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yery,  nationalized,  can  now  be  managed  only  as  a  national  con- 
cern. It  can  now  be  abolished  only  with  the  consent  of  those 
who  sustain  it.  Their  assent  can  be  gained  only  by  employing 
other  agents  to  meet  the  wants  it  now  supplies.  It  must  be 
finperseded,  then,  if  at  all,  by  means  that  will  not  injuriously 
affect  the  interests  of  commerce  and  agriculture,  to  which  it  is 
now  so  important  an  auxiliary.  None  other  will  be  accepted,  for 
'  a  moment,  by  the  slaveholder.  To  supply  the  existing  demand 
for  tropical  products,  except  by  the  present  mode,  is  impossible. 
To  make  the  change,  is  not  the  work  of  a  day,  nor  of  a  genera- 
tion. Should  the  influx  of  foreigners  continue,  such  a  change 
may,  one  day,  be  possible.  But  to  effect  the  transition  from 
slavery  to  freedom,  on  principles  that  will  be  acceptable  to  the 
parties  who  control  the  question ;  to  devise  and  successftiUy  sus- 
tain such  measures  as  will  produce  this  result ;  must  be  left  to 
statesmen  of  broader  views  and  loftier  conceptions  than  are  to  be 
found  among  those  at  present  engaged  in  this  great  controversy* 

Take  a  more  particular  view  of  this  subject,  in  the  light  of  the 
commercial  operations  of  the  United  States,  for  the  year  1869, 
as  best  indicating  the  relations  of  the  North  and  the  South, 
and  their  mutual  dependence  upon  each  other.  The  total  value 
of  the  imports  of  foreign  commodities,  including  specie,  was 
1338,768,180.*  Of  this  $20,895,077  were  re-exported,  leaving 
for  home  consumption,  $817,873,053— an  amount  more  than 
eleven'times  greater  than  the  whole  foreign  commerce  of  Great 
Britain  one  hundred  and  fifty-six  years  ago,  and  more  than  four 
times  greater  than  her  exports  eighty-six  years  ago.f 

Let  us  inquire  how  this  immense  foreign  commerce  is  sustained ; 
how  these  $317,873,000  of  foreign  imports  are  paid  for  by  the 
American  people ;  and  how  &r  the  Northern  and  Southern  States 
respectively  have  contributed  to  its  payment.  More  than  one- 
half  the  amount,  or  $161,434,928,  was  paid  in  raw  cotton,  and 
more  than  one-third  of  the  remainder,  or  $57,502,305,  in  the 
precious  metals;  leaving  less  than  $100,000,000  to  be  paid  in 
the  other  productions  of  the  country.  More  than  one-third  of  this 
remainder  was  paid  in  cotton  fabrics,  tobacco,  and  rice  \  while  the 
products  of  the  forest,  of  the  sea,  and  of  various  minor  manu- 

*  See  Table  XII,  in  Appendix. 

f  See  Speech  of  Edmund  Burke,  in  Appendix. 
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factares,  swelled  up  oar  credits,  so  that  the  exports  of  breadstnffd 
and  provisions,  needed  to  liquidate  the  debt,  only  amounted  to 
a  little  over  $38,000,000.*  Of  this  amount  the  exports,  from 
the  Northern  States,  of  wheat  and  wheat  flour,  made  up  only 
$15,262,769,  and  the  corn  and  'com  meal  but  $2,206,396. 
^'King  Hay,''  so  much  lauded  for  his  magnitude  and  money 
value,  never  once  ventured  on  board  a  merchant  vessel,  to  seek 
a  foreign  land,  so  as  to  aid  in  paying  for  the  commodities  which 
we  imported.!  In  a  word,  the  products  of  the  forest  and  of  agri- 
culture, exported  by  the  free  States,  amounted  in  value  to  about 
$45,300,000;  while  the  same  classes  of  products,  supplied  for 
export  by  the  Slave  States,  amounted  to  more  than  $193,400,000.:]; 
The  economical  relations  of  the  North  and  the  South  can  now 
be  understood  more  clearly  than  they  could  be  from  the  statistics 
referred  to  in  the  body  of  this  work.  The  facts,  in  relation  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  for  1859,  were  not  accessible 
until  after  the  stereotyping  had  been  completed ;  and  they  are 
only  crowded  in  here  by  omitting  two  or  three  pages  of  remarks 
of  another  kind,  but  of  less  importance,  which  closed  the  volume. 
By  consulting  Table  XII,  and  two  or  three  of  the  others,  which 
contain  similar  facts,  covering  the  commercial  operations  of  the 
country  since  the  year  1821,  the  whole  question  of  the  relations 
of  the  North  and  the  South  can  be  fully  comprehended.  It  will 
be  seen  that  the  exports  of  tobacco,  which  are  mainly  from  the 
South,  have  equaled  in  value  considerably  more  than  on'e-third 
the  amount  of  that  of  breadstufis  and  provisions ;  and  that,  in  the 
same  period,  the  exports  of  cotton  have  exceeded  in  value  those 
of  breadstu£&  and  provisions  to  the  amount  of  $1,421,482,261. [| 
Here,  now,  a  just  conception  can  be  formed  of  the  importance 
of  cotton  to  the  commerce  of  the  country,  as  compared  with  our 
other  productions.  The  amount  exported,  of  that  article,  in  the 
last  thirty-nine  years,  has  exceeded  in  value  the  exports  of  bread- 

*  See  Table  VIII,  in  Appendix. 

f  It  has  been  denied  that  "  Cotton  is  King/'  and  claimed  that  Hay  is  entitled 
to  that  royal  appellation ;  because  its  estimated  value  exceeds  that  of  Cotton. 
The  imperial  character  of  Cotton  rests  upon  the  fact,  that  it  enters  so  largely 
into  the  manufactures,  trade,  and  commerce  of  the  world,  while  hay  is  only  in 
demand  at  home. 

I  See  Table  XII,  in  Appendix,  for  the  statistics  on  this  subject. 

II  See  Table  VIII,  in  Appendix. 
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8ta&  and   provisions   to  the  extent  oi  fourteen  hundred  and 
twenty-one  millions  of  dollars  !    Verily,  Cotton  is  King  I 

Another  point  needs  consideration.  It  is  a  fact,  not  to  be 
questioned,  that  the  productions  of  the  Northern  States  amount 
to  an  immense  sum,  above  those  of  the  Southern  States,  when 
valued  in  dollars  and  cents ;  but  the  proportion  of  the  products 
of  the  former,  exported  to  foreign  countries,  is  very  insignificant, 
indeed,  when  compared  vdth  the  value  of  the  exports  from  the 
latter.*  And,  yet,  the  North  is  acquiring  wealth  with  amazing 
rapidity.  This  fact  could  not  exist,  unless  the  Northern  people 
produce  more  than  they  consume — unless  they  have  a  surplus  to 
sell,  after  supplying  their  own  wants.  They  must,  therefore,  find 
a  permanent  and  profitable  market,  somewhere,  for  the  surplus 
products  that  yield  them  their  wealth.  As  that  market  is  not  in 
Europe,  it  must  be  in  the  Southern  States.  But  the  extent  to 
which  the  South  receive  their  supplies  from  the  North,  cannot  be 
determined  by  any  data  now  in  the  possession  of  the  public.  It 
must,  however,  be  very  large  in  amount,  and,  if  withheld,  would 
greatly  embarrass  the  Southern  people,  by  lessening  their  ability 
to  export  as  largely  as  hitherto.  So,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
Northern  people  were  deprived  of  the  markets  afibrded  by  the 
South,  they  would  find  so  little  demand  elsewhere  for  their  pro- 
ducts, that  it  would  have  a  ruinous  efiect  upon  their  prosperity. 
All  that  can  be  safely  said  upon  this  subject  is,  that  the  interests 
of  both  sections  of  the  country  are  so  intimately  connected,  so 
firmly  blended  together,  that  a  dissolution  of  the  Union  would  be 
destructive  to  all  the  economical  interests  of  both  the  North  and 
the  South.  Cut  off  from  the  South  all  that  the  North  supplies  to 
the  planters,  in  such  articles  as  agricultural  implements,  furni- 
ture, clothing,  provisions,  horses,  and  mules,  and  cotton  culture 
would  at  once  have  to  be  abandoned  to  a  great  extent.  But 
would  the  South  alone  be  the  sufferer  ?  Could  the  Northern  agri- 
culturist, manufacturer,  and  mechanic,  remain  prosperous,  and 
continue  to  accumulate  wealth,  without  a'  market  for  their  pro- 
ducts ?  Could  Northern  merchants  dwell  in  their  palaces,  and 
roll  in  luxury,  with  a  foreign  commerce  contracted  to  one-third 
of  its  present  extent,  and  a  domestic  demand  for  merchandize 
reduced  to  one-half  its  present  amount?    Certainly  not. 


♦  See  Table  XII. 
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And  if  the  mere  necessity  of  self  supply,  of  food  and  clothing, 
such  as  existed  in  1820,  would  now  be  disastrous  to  the  South, 
and  react  destructively  upon  the  North,  what  would  be  the  effect 
of  emancipation  upon  the  country  at  large!  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  releasing  from  restraint  three  and  a  half  millions  of 
negroes,  to  bask  in  idleness,  under  the  genial  sunshine  of  the 
South,  or  to.  emigrate  hither  and  thither,  at  will,  with  none  to 
control  their  actions !  It  is  too  late  to  insist  that  free  labor  would 
be  more  profitable  than  slave  labor,  when  negroes  are  to  be  the 
operatives :  Jamaica  has  solved  that  problem.  It  is  too  late  to 
claim  that  white  labor  could  be  made  to  take  the  place  of  Uack 
labor,  while  the  negroes  remain  upon  the  ground :  Canada,  and 
the  Northern  States,  demonstrate  that  the  two  races  cannot  be 
made  to  labor  together  peaceinlly  and  upon  terms  of  equality. 
Nothing  is  more  certain,  therefore,  than  that  emancipation  would 
inevitably  place  the  Southern  States  in  a  similar  position  to  that 
of  Jamaica.    On  this  point  take  a  £Gict  or  two. 

The  Colonial  Standard^*  of  the  18th  January,  1859,  in  speak- 
ing of  the  present  industrial  condition  of  that  Island,  says,  that 
there  are  not  more  than  twenty  thousand  laborers  who  employ 
themselves  in  sugar  cultivation  for  wages.     This  will  seem  aston- 

*  This  paper  is  published  at  EiDgstoD,  Jamaica,  and  in  confirmation  of  the 
views  of  the  Londcn  Economist^  quoted  in  the  body  of  the  work,  the  following 
extract  is  copied  from  its  columns : 

"  Barbadoes,  we  all  know,  is  prosperous  because  she  possesses  a  native  popu- 
lation almost  as  dense  as  that  of  Chini^  with  a  very  limited  extent  of  super- 
ficial soil.  In  Barbadoes,  therefore,  population  presses  on  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence, in  the  same  way,  if  not  to  the  same  extent,  as  in  England,  and  the 
people  are  industrious  from  necessity.  Trinidad  and  British  Guiana,  on  the 
other  hand,  have  taken  steps  to  produce  this  pressure  artitidallj,  by  large  im- 
pojtations  of  foreign  labor.  The  former  colony,  by  the  importation  of  eleven 
thousand  coolies,  has  trebled  her  crops  since  1854,  while  the  latter  has  doubled 
hers  by  the  introduction  of  twenty-three  thousand  immigrants. 

'*  While  Jamaica  is  the  single  instance  of  retrogression,  she  affords  also  the 
solitary  example  of  non-immigration. 

'*  Mauritius,  by  importing  something  like  one  hundred  and  seventy  thousand 
laborers,  has  increased  her  exports  of  sugar  from  70,000,000  lbs.  in  1844,  to 
250,000,000  lbs.  in  1858.  Jamaica,  by  depending  wholly  on  native  labor, 
has  fallen  from  an  export  of  69,000  hhds.  in  1848,  to  one  of  28,000  bbds. 
in  1859. 

"  It  is  believed  that  there  are  not  at  this  moment  above  twenty  thousand 
laborers  who  employ  themselves  in  sugar  cultivation  for  wages." 
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ishing  to  those  who  expected  so  much  from  emancipation,  when 
it  is  stated  that  the  black  population  of  Jamaica,  when  liberated 
from  slavery,  numbered  three  hundred  and  eleven  thousand,  six 
hundred  and  ninety  two ;  and  that  the  exports  of  sugar  from  the 
Island,  in  1805,  before  the  slave  trade  was  prohibited,  amounted 
to  287,751^150  lbs.;*  while,  in  1859,  the  exports  of  that  staple 
commodity,  only  amounted  to  44,800,000  Ibs.f  It  will  thus  be 
seen  that  the  exports  of  sugar  from  Jamaica  is  now  less  than  one- 
fifth  of  what  it  was  in  the  prosperous  days  of  slavery ;  and  so 
it  must  be  as  to  cotton,  in  the  South,  were  emancipation  forced 
upon  this  country.  And  what  would  be  the  condition  of  our 
foreign  commerce,  and  what  the  effect  upon  the  country,  generally, 
were  the  exports  of  ihQ  South  diminished  to  less  than  one-fifth  of 
their  present  amount!  Would  the  lands  of  the  Northern  farmers 
still  continue  to  advance  in  price,  if  the  markets  for  the  surplus 
products  of  the  soil  no  longer  existed?  Would  those  of  the 
Southern  planters  rise  in  value,  in  the  event  of  emancipation,  to 
an  equality  with  the  lands  at  the  North,  when  no  laboretb '  could 
be  found  to  till  the  soil !  No  man  entitled  to  the  name  of  states- 
man— ^no  man  of  practical  common  sense — could  imagine  that 
gQch  a  result  would  fcAlow  the  liberation  of  the  slaves  in  the 
Southern  States.  Under  the  philanthropic  legislation  of  Great 
Britain,  no  such  result  followed  the  passage  of  the  act  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  her  colonies ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
value  of  their  real  ^tate  soon  became  reduced  to  a  most  ruinous 
extent ;  and  such  must  inevitably  be  the  result  under  the  adop- 
tion of  similar  measures  in  the  United  States.  This  is  the  con- 
viction of  the  men  of  the  South,  and  they  will  act  upon  their  own 
judgment.  •    • 

There  are  strong  indications  that  the  views  presented  in  the 
first  edition  of  this  work,  and  reported  in  the  subsequent  issues, 
are  rapidly  becoming  the  views  of  intelligent  and  unprejudiced 
men  everywhere.  At  a  late  date  in  the  British  Parliament,  Lord 
Brongham  made  a  strons:  anti-American  cotton  and  anti-American 
slavery  speech.     The  London  Times^  thus  "  takes  the  backbone 


♦  Martin's  British  Colonies.  See  also  Ethiopia,  by  the  author,  page  132,  for 
fall  details  on  this  question. 

t  The  hhd.  of  sugar,  as  in  Martin's  tables,  is  here  estimated  at  1,600  lbs. 
See  foot  note  on  page  222. 
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all  ont  of  his  argument,  and  leaves  him  nothiDgbut  his  sophistries 
to  stand  on,"  thus : 

"Lord  Brougham  and  the  veterans  of  the  old  Anti -Slavery 
Society  do  not  share  our  delight  at  this  great  increase  in  the 
employment  of  our  home  population.  Their  minds  are  still 
seared  by  those  horrible  stories  which  were  burnt  in  upon  them 
in  their  youth,  when  England  was  not  only  a  slave-owning,  but 
even  a  slave-trading  State.  Their  remorse  is  so  great  that  tho 
ghost  of  a  black  man  is  always  before  them.  They  are  benevo- 
lent and  excellent  people ;  but  if  a  black  man  happened  to  have 
broken  his  shin,  and  a  white  man  were  in  danger  of  drowning, 
we  much  fear  that  a  real  anti-slavery  zealot  would  bind  up  the 
black  man's  leg  before  he  would  draw  the  white  man  out  of  the 
water.  It  is  not  an  inconsistency,  therefore,  that  while  we  see 
only  cause  of  congratulation  in  this  wonderful  increase  of  trade, 
Lord  Brougham  sees  in  it  the  exaggeration  of  an  €vil  he  never 
ceases  to  deplore. 

"We;  and  such  as  we,  who  are  content  to  look  upon  society 
as  Providence  allows  it  to  exist — to  mend  it  when  we  can,  but 
not  to  distress  ourselves  immoderately  for  evils  which  are  not 
of  our  creation — we  see  only  the  free  and  intelligent  English 
families  who  thrive  upon  the  wages  which  these  cotton  bales  pro- 
duce. Lord  Brougham  sees  only  the  black  laborers  who,  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  pick  the  cotton  pods  in  slavery.  Lord 
Brougham  deplores  that  in  this  tremendous  exportation  of  a 
thousand  millions  of  pounds  of  cotton,  the  lion's  share  of  the 
profits  goes  to  the  United  States,  and  has  been  produced  by  slave 
labor.  Instead  of  twenty-three  millions,  the  United  States  now 
send  us  eight  hundred  and  thirty  millions,  and  this  is  all  culti- 
vated by  slaves.  It  is  very  sad  that  this  should  be  so,  but  we  do 
not  see  our  way  to  a  remedy.  There  seems  to  be  rather  a  chance 
of  its  becoming  worse. 

"If  France,  who  is  already  moving  onwards  in  a  restless, 
purblind  state,  should  open  her  eyes  wide,  should  give  herself 
fair-play,  by  accepting  our  coals,  iron,  and  machinery,  and,  under 
the  stimulus  of  a  wholesome  competition,  should  take  to  manu- 
facturing upon  a  large  scale,  even  these  three  millions  of  slaves  will 
not  be  enough.  France  will  be  competing  with  us  in  the  foreign 
cotton  markets,  stimulating  still  further  the  produce  of  Georgia  and 
South  Carolina.     The  jump  which  the  consumption  of  cotton  in 
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England  has  just  made  is  but  a  single  leap,  which  may  be 
repeated  indefinitely.  There  are  a  thousand  millions  of  man- 
kind  on  the  globe,  all  of  whom  can  be  most  comfortably  clad  in 
cotton.  Every  year  new  tribes  and  new  nations  are  added  to  the 
category  of  cotton-wearers.  There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
the  supply  of  this  universal  necessity  Will,  for  many  years  yet  to 
come,  fail  to  keep  pace  with  the  demand,  and  in  the  interest  of 
that  large  class  of  our  countrymen  to  whom  cotton  is  bread,  we 
must  continue  to  hope  that  the  United  States  will  be  able  to  sup> 
ply  us  in  years  to  come  with  twice  as  much  as  we  bought  of  them 
in  years  past.  ^  Let  us  raise  up  another  market,'  says  the  anti- 
slavery  people.    So  say  we  all 

^'  But  even  Lord  Brougham  would  not  ask  us  to  believe  that 
there  is  any  proximate  hope  that  the  free  cotton  raised  in  Africa 
will,  within  any  reasonable  time,  drive  out  of  culture  the  slave- 
grown  cotton  of  America.  If  this  be  so,  of  what  use  can  it  be  to 
make  irritating  speeches  in  the  House  of  Lords  against  a  state  of 
things  by  which  we  are  content  to  profit?  Lord  Brougham  and 
Lord  Grey  are  not  men  of  such  illogical  minds  as  to  be  incapable 
of  understanding  that  it  is  the  demand  of  the  English  manufac- 
turers which  stimulates  the  produce  of  slave-grown  American  cot- 
ton. They  are,  neither  of  them,  we  apprehend,  so  reckless  or  so 
wicked  as  to  close  our  factories  and  to  throw  some  two  millions  of 
our  manufacturing  population  out  of  bread.  Why,  then,  these 
inconsequent  and  these  irritating  denunciations?  Let  us  create 
new  fields  of  produce  of  we  can ;  but,  meanwile,  it  is.  neither 
just  nor  dignified  to  buy  the  raw  material  from  the  Americans, 
and  to  revile  them  for  producing  it." 

We  have  said  that  the  more  popular  belief,  in  reference  to  the 
moral  character  of  slavery,  now  prevailing  throughout  the  world, 
ranks  it  as  identical  in  principle  with  despotic  forms  of  govern- 
ment. Here  arises  a  question  of  importance.  Can  despotism  be 
acknowledged  by  Christians  as  a  lawftil  form  of  government? 
Those  who  hold  the  view  of  slavery  under  consideration,  answer 
in  the  aflSrmative.  The  necessity  of  civil  government,  they  say, 
is  denied  by  none.  Society  can  not  exist  in  its  absence.  Repub- 
licanism can  be  sustained  only  where  the  majority  are  intelligent 
and  moral.  In  no  other  condition  can  free  government  be  main- 
tained. Hence,  despotism  establishes  itself,  of  necessity,  more 
or  less  absolutely,  over  an  ignorant  or  depraved  pbople;  obtain- 
16 
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ing  the  acqipescence  of  the  enlightened,  by  offering  them  Becnrity 
to  person  and  property.     Few  nations,  indeed,  possess  moral 
elevation  sufficient  to  maintain  republicanism.    Many  have  tried 
it,  have  failed,  and  relapsed  into  despotism.    Bepnblican  nations, 
therefore,  must  forego  all  intercourse  with  despotic  governments, 
or  acknowledge  them  to  be  lawful.     This  can  be  done,  it  is 
claimed,  without  being  accountable  for  moral  evils  connected 
with  their  administration.    Elevated   examples  of  such  recog- 
nitions are  on  record.    Christ  paid  tribute  to  Csesar;  and  Paul, 
by  appealing  to  Osesar^s  tribunal,  admitted  the  validity  of  the 
despotic  government  of  Bome,  with  its  thirty  millions  of  slaves. 
To  deny  the  lawfulness  of  despotism,  and  yet  hold  intercourse 
with  such  governments,  is  as  inconsistent  as  to  hold  the  per  se 
doctrine,  in  regard  to  slavery,  and  still  continue  to  use  its  products. 
How  far  masters  in  general  escape  the  conmiission  of  sin,  in 
the  treatment  of  their  slaves,  or  whether  any  are  free  from  guilt, 
Is  not  the  point  at  issue,  in  this  view  of  slavery.  -  The  mere  pos- 
session of  power  over  the  slave,  under  the  sanction  of  law,  is 
held  not  to  be  sinful ;  but,  like  despotism,  may  be  used  for  the 
good  of  the  governed.    That  Southern  masters  are  laboring  fcnr 
the  good  of  the  slave,  to  an  encouraging  extent,  is  apparent  from 
the  missionary  efforts  they  are  sustaining  among  the  slave  popu- 
lation.   And  when  it  is  considered  that  the  African  race,  under 
American  slavery,  have  made  much  greater  progress  than  tbey 
have  ever  done  in  any  other  part  of  the  world ;  and  that  the  ele- 
vating influences  are  now  greatly  increased  among  them ;  it  is  to 
be  expected  that  dispassionate  men  will  be  disposed  to  leave  the 
present  condition  of  things  undisturbed,  rather  than  to  rush  madly 
into  the  adoption  of  measures  that  may  prove  fatal  to  the  ezisteDce 
of  the  Union. 
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KSRTS  have  been  quoted  from  the  prooeedings  of  the  pablio  xneetingB 

the  fathen  of  the  RevolutioD,  which,  when  taken  in  connection  with 

mge  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  seem  to  favor  the  opinion  ,' 

18  their  purpose  to  extend  to  the  colored  people  all  the  privileges  to  be  \ 

>7  that  struggle.    An  examination  of  the  historical  records,  leads  to  the 

tii  that  no  such  intention  existed  on  the  part  of  the  statesmen  and 

if  that  day.     The  opinions  expressed,  with  scarcely  an  exception,  show  \     !  \ 

'  viewed  the  slave  trade  and  slavery  as  productive  of  evils  to  the  colo- 

calculated  to  retard  their  prosperity,  if  not  to  prevent  their  acquisition 

sndence.     The  question  of  negro  slavery  was  one  of  little  moment, 

1  the  estimation  of  the  colonists,  when  compared  with  the  objects  at 

ey  aimed  ;  and  the  resolutions  adopted,  which  bound  them  not  to  import 

i  slaves,  or  purchase  any  imported  by  others,  was  a  blow  aimed  at  the 

9  of  the  mother  country,  and  designed  to  compel  Parliament  to  repeal 

ions  laws.    But  the  resolutions  themselves  must  be  given,  as  best  cal- 

0  demonstrate  what  were  the  designs  of  those  by  whom  they  were 
Before  doing  this,  however,  it  is  necessary  to  ascertain  what  were  the 

which  the  North  American  Colonies  bore  to  the  commerce  of  the  Brit- 
re,  and  why  it  was,  that  the  refusal  any  longer  to  purchase  imported 
»nld  bo  so  ruinous  to  Great  Britain,  and  her  other  colonies.  When  this 
nd  not  till  then,  can  the  full  meaning  of  the  resolutions  be  determined. 
e  the  links  connecting  these  cdlonies  with  England — with  the  West  In- 
L  with  the  ALfrican  slave  trade,  conducted  by  British  merchants — that 
n  one-half  of  the  commerce  of  the  mother  country  was  directly  or 
'  under  their  control     The  facts  on  this  subject  are  extracted  from  the 

1  the  British  Parliament,  and  especially  from  the  speech  of  Hon.  Ed- 
!,  on  his  resolutions,  of  March  22d,  1775,  for  conciliation  with 
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ing  the  acqi^iescenco  of  the  enlightened,  by  offering  them  secnrity 
to  person  and  property.  Few  nations,  indeed,  possess  moral 
elevation  suflScient  to  maintain  republicanism.  Many  have  tried 
it,  have  failed,  and  relapsed  into  despotism.  Republican  nations, 
therefore,  must  forego  all  intercourse  with  despotic  governments, 
or  acknowledge  them  to  be  lawftil.  This  can  be  done,  it  is 
claimed,  without  being  accountable  for  moral  evils  connected 
with  their  administration.  Elevated  examples  of  such  recog- 
nitions are  on  record.  Christ  paid  tribute  toCsesar;  and  Paul, 
by  appealing  to  Osesar^s  tribunal,  admitted  the  validity  of  the 
despotic  government  of  Bome,  with  its  thirty  millions  of  slaves. 
To  deny  the  lawftilness  of  despotism,  and  yet  hold  intercourse 
with  such  governments,  is  as  inconsistent  as  to  hold  the  per  se 
doctrine,  in  regard  to  slavery,  and  still  continue  to  use  its  products. 
How  far  masters  in  general  escape  the  commission  of  sin,  in 
the  treatment  of  their  slaves,  or  whether  any  are  free  from  guilt. 
Is  not  the  point  at  issue,  in  this  view  of  slavery.  •  The  mere  pos- 
session of  power  over  the  slave,  under  the  sanction  of  law,  is 
held  not  to  be  sinful ;  but,  like  despotism,  may  be  used  for  the 
good  of  the  governed.  That  Southern  masters  are  laboring  for 
the  good  of  the  slave,  to  an  encouraging  extent,  is  apparent  from 
the  missionary  efforts  they  are  sustaining  among  the  slave  popu- 
lation. And  when  it  is  considered  that  the  African  race,  under 
American  slavery,  have  made  much  greater  progress  than  they 
have  ever  done  in  any  other  part  of  the  world  ;  and  that  the  ele- 
vating influences  are  now  greatly  increased  among  them ;  it  is  to 
be  expected  that  dispassionate  men  will  be  disposed  to  leave  the 
present  condition  of  things  undisturbed,  rather  than  to  rush  madly 
into  the  adoption  of  measures  that  may  prove  fatal  to  the  existence 
of  the  Union. 
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SfflriiJUNTS  have  been  quoted  from  the  proceedings  of  the  public  meetings 
held  by  the  fathers  of  the  Revolution^  which,  when  taken  in  connection  with 
the  language  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  seem  to  favor  the  opinion 
that  it  was  their  purpose  to  extend  to  the  colored  people  all  the  privileges  to  be 
secured  by  that  struggle.  An  examination  of  the  historical  records,  leads  to  the 
ooncloslon,  that  no  such  intention  existed  on  the  part  of  the  statesmen  and 
patriots  of  that  day.  The  opinions  expressed,  with  scarcely  an  exception,  show 
that  they  viewed  the  slave  trade  and  slavery  as  productive  of  evils  to  the  colo- 
nies, and  calculated  to  retard  their  prosperity,  if  not  to  prevent  their  acquisition 
of  independence.  The  question  of  negro  slavery  was  one  of  little  moment, 
indeed,  in  the  estimation  of  the  colonists,  when  compared  with  the  objects  at 
which  they  aimed  ;  and  the  resolutions  adopted,  which  bound  them  not  to  import 
any  more  slaves,  or  purchase  any  imported  by  others,  was  a  blow  aimed  at  the 
commerce  of  the  mother  country,  and  designed  to  compel  Parliament  to  repeal 
its  obnoxious  laws.  But  the  resolutions  themselves  must  be  given,  as  best  cal- 
culated to  demonstrate  what  were  the  designs  of  those  by  whom  they  were 
adopted.  Before  doing  this,  however,  it  is  necessary  to  ascertain  what  were  the 
relations  which  the  North  American  Colonies  bore  to  the  commerce  of  the  Brit- 
ish Empire,  and  why  it  was,  that  the  refusal  any  longer  to  purchase  imported 
slaves  would  be  so  ruinous  to  Great  Britain,  and  her  other  colonies.  When  this 
is  done,  and  not  till,  then,  can  the  full  meaning  of  the  resolutions  be  determined. 
Such  were  the  links  connecting  these  cdlonies  with  England — with  the  West  In- 
dies— and  with  the  Airican  slave  trade,  conducted  by  British  merchants — that 
more  than  one-half  of  the  commerce  of  the  mother  country  was  directly  or 
indirectly  under  their  control.  The  facts  on  this  subject  are  extracted  from  the 
debate  in  the  British  Parliament,  and  especially  from  the  speech  of  Hon.  Ed- 
mund Burke,  on  his  resolutions,  of  March  22d,  1775,  for  conciliation  with 
America.*    He  siud  :— 

"I  have  in  my  hand  two  accounts;  one,  a  comparative  statement  of  the 
export  trade  of  England  to  its  colonies,  as  it  stood  in  the  year  1704,  and  as  it 
itood  in  the  year  1772.  The  other,  a  state  of  the  export  trade  of  this  country 
to  its  colonies  alone,  as  it  stood  in  1772,  compared  with  the  whole  trade  of 
England  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  (the.  colonies  included,)  in  the  year  1704. 


*  See  American  Archives,  vol  i.  folio  1749. 
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They  are  froni  good  vouchers ;  the  latter  period  from  the  accounts  on  your  own 
tahle,  the  earlier,  from  an  original  manuscript  of  Davenant,  who  first  established 
the  Inspector  General's  OfiSce,  which  has  been,  ever  since  his  time,  so  abundant 
a  source  of  Parliamentary  information. 

"  The  export  trade  to  the  colonies,  consists  of  three  great  branches.  The 
African,  which,  terminating  almost  wholly  in  the  colonies,  must  be  put  to  the 
account  of  their  commerce ;  the  West  Indian,  and  the  North  American.  All 
these  are  so  interwoven,  that  the  attempt  to  separate  them  would  tear  to  pieces 
the  contexture  of  the  whole ;  and  if  not  entirely  destroy,  would  very  much 
depreciate  the  value  of  all  the  parts.  I,  therefore,  consider  these  three  denom- 
inations to  be,  what  in  effect  they  are,  one  trade. 

"  The  trade  to  the  colonies,  taken  on  the  export  side,  at  the  beginning  of  this 
century,  that  is,  in  the  year  17(H,  stood  thus  : 

'<  Exports  to  North  America  and  the  West  Indies $1,416,325 

To  Africa 433,325 

$2,849,650 

"In  the  year  1772^ which  I  take  as  a  middle  year,  between  the  highest  and 
lowest  of  those  lately  laid  on  your  table,  the  account  was  as  follows : 

"  To  North  America  and  the  West  Indies $23,958,670 

To  Africa 4^331,990 

To  which,  if  you  add  the  export  trade  from  Scotland,  which 
had,  in  1704,  no  existence 1,820,000 

$30,110,660 

"  From  a  little  over  two  millions  and  three  quarters,  it  has  grown  to  over 
thirty  millions.*  It  has  increased  no  less  than  twelve  fold.  This  is  the  state 
of  the  colony  trade,  as  compared  with  itself  at  these  two  periods,  within  this 
century  ;  and  this  is  matter  for  meditation.  But  this  is  not  alL  Examine  my 
second  account  See  how  the  export  trade  to  the  colonies  alone,  in  1772,  stood 
in  the  other  point  of  view,  that  is,  as  compared  to  the  whole  trade  of  England, 
in  1704.  . 

"  The  whole  trade  of  England,  including  that  to  the  colonies, 

in  1704 $32,545,000 

Export  to  the  colonies  alone,  in  1772 80,120,000 

Difference $2,426,000 

"  The  trade  with  America  alone,  is  now  within  less  than  two  millions  and  a 
half  of  being  equal  to  what  this  great  commercial  nation,  England,  carried  on 
at  the  beginning  of  this  century  with  the  whole  world !  If  I  had  taken  the 
largest  year  of  those  on  your  table,  it  would  rather  have  exceeded.  But,  it  will 
be  said,  is  not  this  American  trade  an  unnatural  protuberance,  that  has  drawn 


*  His  estimates  are  in  pounds  sterling.    It  is  here,  for  sake  of  uniformity,  reduced  to 
dollars,  the  pound  being  estimated  at  five  dollars. 
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the  jnices  from  the  rest  of  the  body  ?  The  rerene.  It  is  the  rerr  food  that 
kts  Donrished  ererr  other  ptit  into  its  present  magnitnde.  Dor  genenl  trade 
has  been  ^!TeatlT  lagmected ;  sad  sngmented  more  or  less  in  ahnost  eTerr  put 
to  vhich  it  erer  extended ;  bat  with  this  msterisl  difference,  that  of  the  thirty- 
two  millions  and  a  hali^  which,  in  the  beginning  of  the  oeotoiy,  oon^toted  the 
VQole  mass  of  our  export  oommeroe,  the  colony  trade  was  bat  one-twelfth  part ; 
It  i5  now  ooDsideraUy  more  than  a  third  of  the  whole — [which  is  $80,000,000.] 
This  is  the  relatire  proportion  of  the  importance  of  the  colonies  at  these  two 
pprods ;  szhI  all  reasoning  concerning  oar  mode  of  treating  them,  mast  hare 
this  proportion  as  its  basis ;  or  it  is  a  reasoning,  weak,  rotten,  and  sophistical." 

It  is  easy  to  peroeiTe,  from  what  is  said  by  Mr.  Barke,  the  embarrassments 
that  mast  fall  apon  the  mother  coantry,  in  the  event  of  a  rebellion  in  the  North 
American  colonies.  Take  aootner  illastration  of  this  point.  More  than  one- 
third  of  the  exports  of  Great  Britain  were  made  to  North  America,  the  West 
Indies,  and  Africa.  They  stood  thas  daring  the  three  years  ending  at  Christ- 
mas, 1773  : 

Annual  arerage  exports  to  North  America $17,500,000 

To  the  West  Indies 6,500,000 

To  Africa. 3,500,000 

Total  value  of  exports. $27,500,000 

Bat  this  is  not  alL  The  total  valae  of  the  exports  of  Great  Britain  to  all  the 
world,  at  this  date,  was  $90,000,000.  These  exports  were  made  up,  in  part,  of 
colonial  products,  tobacco,  rice,  sugar,  etc.,  to  the  amount  of  $15,000,000  ;— 
$5,000,000  to  foreign  countries,  and  $10,000,000  to  Ireland, — which,  when 
added  to  the  $27,500,000,  paid  for  by  the  colonies,  exhibits  them  as  sustaining 
more  than  one-half  of  the  commerce  of  the  mother  country.^ 

The  immediate  cause  of  the  alarm  which  led  to  the  examination  of  this  sub- 
ject by  the  Hon.  Edmund  Burke,  and  others,  of  the  British  Parliament,  was 
the  adoption,  by  the  North  American  colonies,  of  the  policy  of  non-importa- 
tion and  non-consumption  of  all  English  products,  whether  from  the  mother 
coantry,  or  any  of  her  colonies ;  and  the  non-exportation  of  any  North  Amer- 
ican pfoducts  to  Great  Britain,  the  West  Indies,  or  any  of  the  dependencies  of 
the  crown.  This  agreement  was  adopted  as  a  measure  of  retaliation  upon  Par- 
liament, for  the  passage  of  the  Boston  Port  Bill,  which  ordered  the  closing  of 
Boston  harbor  to  all  commerce.  The  measure  was  first  proposed  at  a  meeting 
of  the  citizens  of  Boston,  held  on  May  13,  1774.  It  was  soon  seconded  by  all 
the  principal  cities,  towns,  and  counties,  throughout  the  colonies ;  and  when  the 
Continental  Congress  met  at  Philadelphia,  the  terms  of  the  league  were  drawn 
up  and  adopted,  October  20,  1774,  and  went  into  operation. 

A  few  extracts  from  memorials  to  Parliament,  praying  that  the  difficulties 
with  North  America  might  be  adjusted,  and  the  threatened  evils  averted,  will 
show  how  the  slave  trade  was  then  interwoven  with  the  commerce  and  national 


betee  the  Committae  oo  the  Petition  of  the  West  India  Flanten.    See 
AmericsD  AichiTes,  vol  L  folio  1736. 
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prospcHty  of  Great  Britain,  and  to  what  extent  the  American  league  oould  affect 
that  prosperity. 

In  the  House  of  Commons,  January  23,  1775  :  "Mr.  Burke  then  presented  a 
petition  of  the  Master,  Wardens,  and  Commonalty,  of  the  Sodety  of  Merchants 
Venturers  of  the  city  of  Bristol,  under  their  common  seal ;  which  was  read, 
setting  forth,  That  a  very  heneficial  and  increasing  trade  to  the  British  colonies 
in  America,  has  been  carried  on  from  the  port  of  Bristol,  highly  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  kingdom  in  general,  and  of  the  said  city  in  particular ;  and  that  the 
exports  from  the  said  port  to  America,  consist  of  almost  every  species  of  British 
manufactures,  besides  East  India  goods,  and  other  articles  of  commerce ;  and 
the  returns  are  made  not  only  in  many  valuable  and  useful  commodities  from 
thence,  but  also,  by  a  circuitous  trade,  carried  on  with  Ireland,  and  most  parts  of 
Europe,  to  the  great  emolument  of  the  merchant,  and  improvement  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's revenue ;  and  that  the  merchants  of  the  said  port  are  also  deeply  engaged 
in  the  trade  to  the  West  India  islands,  which,  by  the  exchange  of  their  produce 
with  America,  for  provisions,  lumber,  and  other  stores,  are  thereby  almost  wholly 
maintained,  and  consequently,  become  dependent  upon  North  America  for  sup- 
port ;  and  that  the  trade  to  Africa,  which  is  carried  on  from  the  said  port  to  a 
very  considerable  extent,  is  also  dependent  upon  the  flourishing  atate  of  the 
West  India  islands,  and  America ;  and  that  these  different  branches  of  com- 
merce give  employment  not  only  to  a  very  numerous  body  of  artists  and  manu- 
facturers, but  also  to  a  great  number  of  ships,  and  many  thousand  seamen,  by 
which  means  a  very  capital  increase  is  made  to  the  naval  strength  of  Great 

Britain The  passing  certain  acts  of  Parliament,  and  other 

measures  lately  adopted,  caused  such  a  great  uneasiness  in  the  minds  of  the 
inhabitants  of  America,  as  to  make  the  merchants  apprehensive  of  the  most 
alarming  consequences,  and  which,  if  not  speedily  remedied,  must  involve  them 
in  utter  ruin.  And  the  petitioners,  as  merchants  deeply  interested  in  measures 
which  so  materially  affect  the  commerce  of  this  kingdom,  and  not  less  concerned 
as  Englishmen,  in  every  thing  that  relates  to  the  general  welfare,  cannot  look 
without  emotion  on  the  many  thousands  of  miserable  object^,  who,  by  the  total 
stop  put  to  the  export  trade  of  America,  will  be  discharged  from  their  manu- 
factories for  want  of  employment,  and  must  be  reduced  to  great  distress."* 

January  26,  1775.  A  petition  of  the  merchants  and  tradesmen  of  the  port 
of  Liverpool,  was  presented  to  the  House,  and  read,  setting  forth  :  "  That  an 
extensive  and  most  important  trade  has  been  long  carried  on,  from  said  town  to 
the  continent  and  islands  of  America ;  and  that  the  exports  from  thence  infinitely 
exceed  in  value  the  imports  from  America,  from  whence  an  immense  debt 
arises,  and  remains  due  to  the  British  merchant ;  and  that  every  article  which 
the  laborer,  manufacturer,  or  more  ingenious  artist,  can  furnish  for  use,  conven- 
ience, or  luxury,  makes  a  part  in  these  exports,  for  the  consumption  of  the 
American  ;  and  that  those  demands,  as  important  in  amount  as  various  in  quality, 
have  for  many  seasons  been  so  constant,  regular,  and  diffusive,  that  they  are  now 
become  essential  to  the  flourishing  state  of  all  their  manufactures,  and  of  oonse- 
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qnence  to  every  ndividual  in  these  kingdoms  ;  and  that  the  bread  of  thousands 
in  Great  Britain,  principally  and  immediately  depends  upon  this  branch  of  com- 
merce, of  which  a  temporary  interruption  will  reduce  the  hand  of  industry  to 
idleness  and  want^  and  a  longer  cessation  of  it  would  sink  the  now  opulent  trader 
in  indigence  and  ruin ;  and  that  at  this  particular  season  of  the  year,  the  peti- 
tioners hav'e  been  accustomed  to  send  to  North  America  many  shipe  wholly 
laden  with  the  products  of  Britain ;  but  by  the  unhappy  differences  at  present 
subsisting,  from  whatever  source  they  flow,  the  trade  to  these  parts  is  entirely 
at  a  stand ;  and  that  the  present  loss,  though  greats  is  nothing,  when  compared 
with  the  dreadful  mischiefs  which  will  certainly  ensue,  if  some  effectual  remedy 
18  not  speedily  applied  to  this  spreading  malady,  which  must  otherwise  involve 
the  West  India  islands,  and  the  trade  to  Africa,  in  the  complicated  ruin ;  but 
that  the  petitioners  can  still,  with  pleasing  hopes,  look  up  to  the  British  Parlia- 
ment^ from  whom  they  trust  that  these  unhappy  divisions  will  speedily  be 
healed,  mutual  confidence  and  credit  restored,  and  the  trade  of  Britain  again 
flourishing  with  undecaying  vigor."* 

March  16,  1775.  To  the  question  "  From  what  places  do  the  sugar  colonies 
draw  food  for  subsistence  ?"  the  answer,  given  before  Parliament^  was,  in  part, 
as  follows  :  ^  I  confine  myself  at  present  to  necessary  food.  Ireland  furnishes 
a  large  quantity  of  salted  beef,  pork,  butter,  and  herrings,  but  no  grain.  North 
America  supplies  all  the  rest,  both  com  and  provisions.  North  America  is  truly 
the  granary  of  the  West  Indies ;  from  whence  they  draw  the  great  quantities 
of  flour  and  biscuit  for  the  use  of  one .  class  of  people,  and  of  Indian  corn  for 
the  support  of  all  the  others  ;  for  the  support,  not  of  man  only,  but  of  every 

animal North  America  also  furnishes  the  West  Indies  with 

rice. North  America  not  only  furnishes  the  West  Indies  with 

bread,  but  with  meat,  with  sheep,  with  poultry,  and  some  live  cattle ;  but  the 
demand  for  these  is  Infinitely  short  of  the  demand  for  the  salted  beef,  pork,  and 
fish.  Salted  fish,  (if  the  expression  may  be  permitted  in  contrast  with  bread,) 
is  the  meat  of  all  the  lower  ranks  in  Barbadoes  and  the  Leeward  Islands.  It  is 
the  meat  of  all  the  slaves  in  the  West  Indies.  Nor  is  it  disdained  by  persons 
in  better  condition.  The  North  American  colonies  also  furnishes  the  sugar 
eolonies  with  salt  from  Turks'  Island,  Sal  Tortngn,  and  Angnilla ;  although 
these  islands  are  themselves  a  part  of  the  West  Indies.  The  testimony  which 
some  experience  has  enabled  me  to  bear,  you  will  find  confirmed.  Sir,  by  ofiScial 
accounts.  The  same  accounts  will  distinguish  the  source  of  the  principal,  the 
great  supply  of  corn  and  provisions.  They  will  fix  it  precisely  in  the  middle 
colonies  of  North  America ;  in  those  colonies  who  have  made  a  public  agree- 
ment in  their  Congress,  to  withhold  all  their  supplies  after  the  tenth  of  next 
September.  How  far  that  agreement  may  be  precipitated  in  its  execution,  may 
be  retarded  or  frustrated,  it  is  for  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  to  consider :  but 
if  it  is  persisted  in,  I  am  well  founded  to  say,  that  nothing  will  save  Barba- 
does and  the  Leeward  Islands  from  the  dreadful  consequences  of  absolute 
funine.    I  repeat,  the  famine  will  not  be  prevented.     The  distress  will  fall 
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upon  them  suddenly  ;  they  will  be  overwhelm od  with  it,  before  they  can  turn 
themselves  about  to  look  for  relief.  What  a  scene  I  when  rapine,  stimulated  by 
hunger,  has  broken  down  all  screens,  confounded  the  rich  with  the  poor,  and 
leveled  the  freeman  with  his  slave !  The  distress  will  be  sudden.  The  body 
of  the  people  do  not  look  forward  to  distant  events  ;  if  they  should  do  this, 
they  will  put  their  trust  in  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  Suppose  them  to  be 
less  confident  in  the  wisdom  of  Parliament^  they  are  destitute  of  the  means  of 
purchasing  an  extraordinary  stock.  Suppose  them  possessed  of  the  means  ;  a 
very  extraordinary  stock  is  not  to  be  found  at  market  There  is  a  plain  reason 
in  the  nature  of  the  thing,  which  prevents  any  extraordinary  stock  at  market, 
and  which  would  forbid  the  planter  from  laying  it  in,  if  there  was ;  it  is,  that 
the  objects  of  it  are  perishable.  In  those  climates,  the  flour  will  not  keep  over 
six  or  eight  weeks  ;  the  Indian  com  decays  in  three  months  ;  and  all  the  North 
American  provisions  are  fit  only  for  present  use.''* 

To  the  question,  what  are  the  advantages  of  the  sugar  colonies  to  Great 
Britain  ?  it  was  answered  :  "  The  advantage  is  not  that  the  profits  all  centre 
here ;  it  is,  that  it  creates,  in  the  course  of  attaining  those  profits,  a  commerce 
and  navigation  in  which  multitudes  of  your  people,  and  millions  of  your 
money  are  employed  ;  it  is  that  the  support  which  the  sugar  colonies  received 
in  one  shape,  they  give  in  another.  In  proportion  to  their  dependence  on 
North  America,  and  upon  Ireland,  they  enable  North  America  and  Ireland  to 
trade  with  Great  Britain.  By  their  dependence  upon  Great  Britain  for  hands  to 
push  the  culture  of  the  sugar-cane,  they  uphold  the  trade  of  Great  Britain  to 
Africa.  A  trade  which  in  the  pursuit  of  negroes,  as  the  principal,  if  not  tha 
only  intention  of  the  adventurer,  brings  home  ivory  and  gold  as  secondary 
objects.  In  proportion  as  the  sugar  colonies  consume,  or  cause  to  be  consumed, 
among  their  neighbors,  Asiatic  commodities,  they  increase  the  trade  of  the 
English  East  India  Company.  In  this  light  I  see  the  India  goods  which  are 
carried  to  the  coast  of  Guinea,  f 

To  the  question,  what  proportion  of  land  in  the  Leeward  Islands,  being 
applied  to  raising  provisions,  would  supply  the  negroes  with  provisions,  on 
an  estate  of  two  hundred  hogsheads,  for  instance  ?  it  was  answered :  "  The 
native  products  of  the  Islands  are  very  uncertain ;  all  so,  but  Guinea  com ; 
therefore,  much  more  land  would  be  applied  to  this  purpose  than  would  be 
necessary  to  raise  the  supply  for  the  regular  constant  consumption.  They 
must  provide  against  accidents,  such  as  hurricanes,  excess  of  wet  weather, 
or  of  dry  weather,  the  climate  being  very  uncerttun ;  it  is,  therefore,  impossible 
to  answer  this  question  precisely ;  but  this  I  can  say,  that  if  they  were  obliged 
to  raise  their  own  food,  that  their  food  then  must  be  their  principal  object, 
and  sugar  only  a  secondary  object ;  it  would  be  but  the  trifle,  which  provisions 
are  now."| 

The  testimony  in  reference  to  Jamaica,  was  very  similar  to  that  quoted  in 
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relation  to  Barbadoes  and  the  Leeward  Islands ;  except  that  as  Jamaica  had 
more  unimproved  land,  and  greater  diversity  of  soil  and  climate,  it  might,  in 
time,  stand  prepared  to  meet  the  shock.  But  as  the  emeinency  was  likely 
to  be  sudden  and  unexpected,  much  suffering  must  ensue  in  the  outset  of  the 
non-intercourse  policy. 

It  is  only  necessary  to  add  a  few  remarks,  from  the  speech  of  Mr.  Glover,  in 
summing  up  the  testimony.  He  said:  /'From  this  ground  see  what  is  put- 
in  hazard ;  not  merely  a  monied  profit,  but  our  bulwark  of  defense,  our 
power  in  offense  —  the  acts  and  industry  of  our  Nation.  Instead  of  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands  of  families  in  comfort,  a  navigation  extensive 
and  enlarging,  the  value  and  rents  of  lands  yearly  rising,  wealth  abounding, 
and  at  hand  for  further  improvements,  see  or  foresee,  that ;  l^is  third  of 
our  whole  commerce,  that  sole  basis  of  our  Empire,  and  this  third  in  itself 
the  best,  once  lost,  carries  with  it  a  proportion  of  our  national  faculties,  our 
treasure,  our  public  revenue,  and  the  value  of  land,  succeeded  in  its  fall  by 
a  multiplication  of  taxes  to  reinstate  that  revenue,  an  increasing  burden  on 
every  increasing  estate,  decreasing  by  the  reduced  demand  of  its  produce  for 
the  support  of  Manufactures,  and  menaced  with  a  heavier  calamity  still — ^the 
diminution  of  our  Marine,  of  our  seamen,  of  our  general  population,  by  the 
emigration  of  useful  subjects,  strengthening  that  very  country  you  wish  to  hum- 
ble, and  weakening  this  in  the  sight  of  rival  powers,  who  wish  to  humble  us. 

"  To  recapitulate  the  heads  of  that  material  evidence  delivered  before  you, 
would  be  tedious  in  me,  unnecessary  in  itself.  Leaving  it,  therefore,  to  its  own 
powerful  impression,  I  here  add  only,  in  a  general  mode  of  my  own,  that  of  the 
inhabitants  of  those  Islands,  above  four  hundred  thousand  are  blacks,  from 
whose  labor  the  immense  riches  there,  so  distinctly  proved  at  your  bar,  are 
derived,  with  such  immense  advantage  to  these  kingdoms.  How  far  these  mul- 
titudes, if  their  intercourse  with  North  America  is  stopped,  may  be  exposed  to 
famine,  you  have  heard.  One-halC  in  Barbadoes  and  the  Leeward  Islands)  say 
one  hundred  thousand  negroes,  in  value  at  least  twenty  millions  of  dollars, 
possibly,  it  grieves  me  to  say  probably,  may  perish.  The  remainder  must 
divert  to  provisions  the  culture  of  the  produce  so  valuable  to  Great  Britain. 
The  same  must  be  the  practice  in  great  part  throughout  Jamaica  and  the  new 
settled  acquisitions.  They  may  feel  a  distress  just  short  of  .destruction,  but 
must  divert  for  subsistence  so  much  labor  as,  in  proportion,  will  shorten  their 
rich  product.*'* 

The  North  American  colonies  could  not  have  devised  a  measure  so  alarming 
to  Great  Britain,  and  so  well  calculated  to  force  Parliament  into  the  repeal 
of  her  obnoxious  laws,  as  this  policy  of  non-intercourse.  It  would  deprive 
the  West  Indies  of  their  ordinary  supplies  of  provisions,  and  force  them  to 
suspend  their  usual  cultivation,  to  produce  their  own  food.  It  woula  cause  not 
only  the  cessation  of  imports  from  Great  Britain  into  the  West  Indies,  on 
account  of  the  inability  of  its  people  to  pay,  but  would,  at  once,  check  all  de- 
mand for  slaves,  both  in  the  sugar  Islands  and  in  North  America — thus  creating 
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a  loss,  in  the  African  trade  alone,  of  three  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars,  and 
putting  in  peril  one-half  of  the  commerce  of  England. 

We  are  now  g^repared  to  introduce  the  resolutions,  passed  by  the  North 
American  colonies,  on  the  subject  of  the  slave  trade  and  slavery.  It  is  not 
considered  necessary  to  burden  our  pages  vrith  a  repetition  of  the  whole 
of  the  accompanying  resolutions.  They  embraced  every  item  of  foreign 
commodities,  excepting  in  a  few  instances  where  medicines,  saltpetre,  and 
other  necessaries,  were  exempted  from  the  prohibition.  In  a  few  counties, 
though  they  condemned  the  slave  trade,  they  excepted  negroes,  and  desired 
to  retain  the  privilege  of  procuring  them.  This  was  in  the  early  part  of  the 
movement  When  the  Continental  Congress  came  to  act  upon  it,  no  such 
exemption  was  made. 

On  May  17,  1774,  the  citizens  of  Providence,  Bhode  Island,  met  and  acqui- 
esced in  the  Boston  resolutions.  Their  proceedings  closed  with  this  declaration  : 
"  Whereas,  the  inhabitants  of  America  are  engaged  in  the  preservation  of  their 
rights  and  liberties ;  and  as  personal  liberty  is  an  essential  part  of  the  natural 
rights  of  mankind,  the  deputies  of  the  town  are  directed  to  use  their  endeavors 
to  obtain  an  act  of  the  General  Assembly,  prohibiting  the  importation  of  negro 
slaves  in  this  colony ;  and  that  all  negroes  bom  in  the  colony  should  be  free 
at  a  certain  age." 

Prince  George  county,  Virginia,  June  1774,  responded  to  Boston,  and  added 
this  resolution  :  "  Reaolved^  That  the  African  trade  is  injurious  to  this  colony, 
obstructs  the  population  of  it  by  freemen,  prevents  manufacturers  and  other 
useful  emigrants  from  Europe  from  settling  among  us,  and  occasions  an  annual 
balance  of  trade  against  the  colony."* 

Culpepper  County,  Virginia,  July  7,  1774^  acquiesced  in  the  non-interoouise 
policy,  and  added  this  resolution :  "  Beaolvedf  That  the  importing  slaves  and 
convict  servants,  is  injurious  to  this  colony,  as  it  obstruots  the  population  of  it 
with  freemen  and  useful  manufacturers,  and  that  we  will  not  buy  such  slave  or 
convict  hereafter  to  be  imported."! 

The  Provincial  Convention,  at  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  July  6,  7,  8,  1774, 
resolved  to  acquiesce  in  the  Boston  non-intercourse  measures,  and  the  merchants 
agreed  not  to  import  goods  or  slaves,  until  the  grievances  were  redressed.} 

Nansemond  County  Virginia,  July  11, 1774,  gave  full  assent  to  the  Boston 
measures,  and  also.  "  Beaolved,  That  the  A^can  trade  is  injurious  to  this 
colony,  obstructs  the  population  of  it  by  freemen,  prevents  manufacturers  and 
other  useful  emigrants  from  Europe  from  settling  among  us,  and  occasions  an 
annual  increase  of  the  balance  of  trade  against  the  colony."} 

Caroline  County,  Virginia,  July  14,  1774,  cordially  acceded  to  the  Boston 
policy,  and  also  ^*IUaolved,  That  the  African  trade  is  injurious  to  this  colony, 
obstructs  our  population  by  freemen,  manufacturers,  and  others,  who  would 
emigrate  from  Europe  and  settle  here,  and  occasions  a  balance  of  trade  against 
the  country  that  ought  to  be  associated  against."  || 
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Surry  County,  Virginia,  July  6,  1774,  decided  to  sustain  the  Bostonians 
and  also  ^^Resolvedf  That  as  the  population  of  this  colony,  with  freemen 
and  nseful  manufacturers,  is  greatly  obstructed  by  the  imjyrtation  of  slaves 
and  convict  servants,  we  will  not  purchase  any  such  slaves  or  servants,  here- 
after to  be  imported."* 

Fairfax  County,  Virginia,  July  18,  1774,  took  ground  strongly  with  Boston, 
and  further  '*  Beaolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  that  during  our 
present  difficulties  and  distress,  no  slaves  ought  to  be  imported  into  any  of  the 
British  colonies  on  the  continent ;  and  we  take  this  opportunity  of  declaring 
our  most  earnest  wishes  to  see  an  entire  stop  forever  put  so  such  a  wicked, 
cruel,  and  unnatural  trade."f 

Hanover  county,  Virginia,  July  20,  1774,  sustained  the  Boston  resolutions, 
and  also  **  Resdvei^  That  the  African  trade  for  slaves,  we  consider  as  most 
dangerous  to  virtue  and  the  welfare  of  this  country ;  we  therefore  most  earn- 
estly wish  to  see  it  totally  discouraged."  J 

Prince  Ann  County,  Virginia,  July  27, 1784,  adopted  the  Boston  policy,  most 
distinctly,  and  also  "  Besolved^  That  our  Burgesses  be  instructed  to  oppose  the 
importation  of  slaves  and  convicts  as  injurious  to  this  colony,  by  preventing  the 
population  of  it  by  freemen  and  useful  manufacturers. "( 

The  Virginia  Convention  of  Delegates,  which  met  at  Williamsburgh,  August 
1,  1774,  fully  indorsed  the  non-intercourse  policy,  medicines  excepted,  and 
in  their  resolutions  declared  :  *'  We  will  neither  ourselves  import,  nor  purchase 
any  slave  or  slaves  imported  by  any  other  person,  after  the  first  day  of  Novem- 
ber next,  either  from  Africa,  the  West  Indies,  or  any  other  place."  || 

The  North  Carolina  Convention  of  Delegates,  which  met  at  Newbem,  August 
24, 1774,  fully  indorsed  the  non-intercourse  poUcy,  and  also  passed  this  among 
their  other  resolutions :  '*  Beaoived,  That  we  will  not  import  any  slave  or  slaves^ 
or  purchase  any  slave  or  slaves,  imported  or  brought  into  this  Province  by  others, 
from  any  part  of  the  world,  after  the  first  day  of  November  aext"! 

And,  finally,  the  Continental  Congress,  which  met  at  Philadelphia,  Sept.  6 
1774^  in  passing  its  non-importation,  non-exportation,  and  non-consumption 
Agreement,  included  the  following  as  the  second  article  of  thai  document : 

**  That  we  will  neither  import  nor  purchase  any  slave  imported  after  the  first 
day  of  December  next ;  after  which  time  we  will  wholly  discontinue  the  slave 
trade,  and  will  neither  be  concerned  in  it  ourselves,  nor  will  we  hire  our  vessels, 
nor  sell  our  commodities  or  manfactures  to  those  who  are  concerned  in  it."** 

To  afford  a  clear  view  of  the  reasons  which  prompted  the  colonies  to  adopt 
inch  stringent  measures  to  compel  Parliament  to  repeal  its  oppressive  acts,  it  is 
only  necessary  to  quote  the  very  brief  summary  of  grievances  of  which  they 
complained,  as  drawn  up  by  the  Pennsylvania  Convention,  which  met  in  Phila- 
delphia, July  15,  1774 : 

"  The  legislative  authority  claimed  by  Parliament  over  these  colonies,  consists 
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of  two  heads  :  firsts  a  general  power  of  interDal  legislation ;  and,  secondly,  a 
power  of  regulating  our  trade  ;  both,  she  contends,  are  unlimited.  Under  the 
first  may  be  included,  among  other  powers,  those  of  forbidding  us  to  worship 
our  Creator  in  the  manner  we  think  most  acceptable  to  him — imposing  taxes  on 
us^-coUecting  them  by  their  own  officers— enforcing  the  collection  by  Admiralty 
Courts,  or  Courts  Martial — ^abolishing  trials  by  jury— establishing  a  standing 
army  among  us  in  time  of  peace,  without  consent  of  our  Assemblies — paying 
them  with  our  money — seizing  our  young  men  for  recruits — changing  constitu- 
tions of  government — stopping  the  press— declaring  any  action,  even  a  meeting 
of  the  smallest  number,  to  consider  of  peaceable  modes  to  obtain  redress  of 
grievances,  high  treason — taking  colonists  to  Great  Britain  to  be  tried — exempt- 
ing *  murderers  *  of  colonists  from  punishment,  by  carrying  them  to  England,  to 
answer  indictments  found  in  the  colonies — shutting  up  our  ports — prohibiting 
us  from  slitting  iron  to  build  our  houses,  making  hats  to  cover  our  heads,  or 
clothing  to  cover  the  rest  of  our  bodies,  etc."* 

It  was  in  the  midst  of  grievances  such  as  these,  and  of  efforts  of  redress  such 
as  the  adbption  of  the  Non-Intercourse  Agreement  was  expected  to  afford,  that 
the  resolutions  against  the  slave  trade  and  slavery  were  passed.  What,  then, 
was  their  true  import  ?  Did  the  patriots  of  the  Revolution  contemplate  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  negro,  in  the  event  of  securing  their  own  independence  ? 
Did  their  views  of  free  institutions  include  the  idea  that  barbarism  and  civili- 
zation could  coalesce  and  co-exist  in  harmony  and  safety  ?  Or  did  they  not 
hold,  as  a  great  fundamental  truth,  that  a  high  degree  of  intelligence  and  moral 
principle  was  essential  to  the  success  of  free  government  ?  And  was  it  not  on 
this  very  principle,  that  they  opposed  the  further  introduction  of  negroes  from 
Africa,  and  afterwards,  by  a  special  clause  in  the  Constitution,  excluded  the  In- 
dians from  citizenship  ? 

The  resolutions  which  have  been  quoted,  have  given  rise  to  much  discussion, 
and  have  often  been  misrepresented.  By  severing  them  from  their  connection 
with  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were  adopted,  and  associating  them 
with  the  phrase  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  that  "  all  men  are  created 
equal,"  the  impression  has  been  made  that  the  negroes  were  to  be  included  in 
the  rights  therein  claimed.  But  as  they  have  not  been  made  participants  in  the 
benefits  of  the  Revolutipn,  it  has  been  argued  that  the  nation  has  broken  its 
covenant  engagements,  and  must  expect  that  the  judgments  of  Heaven  will  be 
poured  out  upon  her. 

Now,  what  are  the  facts  ?  The  colonists  were  aiming  at  a  high  degree  of 
mental  and  moral  culture,  and  were  desirous  of  developing  the  resources  of 
the  country,  by  encouraging  the  influx  of  freemen  from  Europe,  and  especially 
of  mechanics  and  manufacturers.  They  were  anxiously  looking  forward  to  the 
time  when  they  could  cast  off  the  yoke  of  oppression  which  the  mother  country 
had  forced  upon  their  necks.  The  multiplication  of  the  negro  population  was 
considered  as  a  barrier  to  the  success  of  their  measures,  and  as  most  dangerous 
to  virtue  and  the  welfare  of  the  country.     It  was  increasing  the  indebtedness 
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of  the  citizens  to  foreign  merchants,  and  angmenting  the  balance  of  trade  against 
the  colonies.  But  there  was  no  settled  policy  in  reference  to  the  future  dispo- 
sition of  the  colored  population.  Feelings  of  pity  were  manifested  toward 
them,  and  some  expressed  themselves  in  favor  of  emancipation.  The  Continental 
Congress,  in  addition  to  its  action  in  the  Non-Intercourse  Agreement,  Besdlved^ 
April  6,  1776,  *'  That  no  slaves  be  imported  into  any  of  the  thirteen  United 
Colonies."*  The  Delaware  Convention,  August  27, 1776,  adopted,  as  the  26th 
article  of  its  Constitution,  that  "  No  person  hereafter  imported  into  this  State 
from  Africa,  ought  to  be  held  in  slavery  on  any  pretense  whatever ;  and  no 
negro,  Indian,  or  mulatto  slave  ought  to  be  brought  into  this  State,  for  sale,  from 
any  part  of  the  world."t 

There  was  more  of  meaning  in  this  action,  than  the  resolution,  standing  alone, 
would  seem  to  indicate.  On  the  11th  of  July,  preceding,  Gen.  Washington 
wrote  to  the  Massachusetts  Assembly,  that  the  enemy  had  excited  the  slaves 
and  savages  to  arm«  against  him  ;|  and  on  November  7th,  1775,  Lord  Dunmore 
had  issued  a  proclamation,  declaring  the  emancipation  of  all  slaves  "  that  were 
able  and  willing  to  bear  arms,  they  joining  his  Majesty's  troops,  as  soon  as  may 
be,  for  the  more  speedy  reducing  the  colonists  to  their  duty  to  his  Majesty's 
crown  and  dignity."} 

Previous  to  the  commencement  of  hostilities,  the  resolutions  of  the  colonists, 
adverse  to  the  slave  trade  and  slavery,  were  designed  to  operate  against  British 
commerce ;  but,  after  that  event,  the  measures  adopted  had  reference,  mainly, 
to  the  prevention  of  the  increase  of  a  population  that  had  been,  and  might  con- 
tinue to  be,  employed  against  the  liberties  of  the  colonies.  That  such  a  course 
formed  a  part  of  the  policy  of  Great  Britain,  is  beyond  dispute ;  and  that  she 
considered  the  prosecution  of  the  slave  trade  as  necessary  to  her  purposes,  was 
clearly  indicated  by  the  Earl  of  Dartmouth,  who  declared,  as  a  sufficient  reason 
for  turning  a  deaf  ear  to  the  remonstrances  of  the  colonists  against  the  further 
importation  of  slaves,  that  *' Negroes  cannot  become  republicans — they  will  be 
a  power  in  our  hands  to  restrain  the  uoruly  colonists."  That  such  motives 
prompted  England  to  prosecute  the  introduction  of  slaves  into  the  colonies,  wcas 
fully  believed  by  American  statesmen ;  and  their  views  were  expressed,  by  Mr. 
Jefferson,  in  a  clause  in  the  first  draft  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  but 
which  was  afterward  omitted. 

That  the  emancipation  of  the  negroes  was  not  contemplated,  by  those  in 
general,  who  voted  for  the  resolutions  quoted,  is  evident  from  the  subsequent 
action  of  Virginia,  where  the  greater  portion  of  the  meetings  were  held.  They 
could  not  have  intended  to  enfranchise  men,  whom  they  declared  to  be  obsta- 
cles in  the  way  of  public  prosperity,  and  as  dangerous  to  the  virtues  of  the 
people.  Nor  could  the  signers  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  have 
designed  to  include  the  Indians  and  negroes  in  the  assertion  that  all  men 
arc  created  equal,  because   these  same    men,   in    afterwards    adopting    the 
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Constitntion,  deliberately  excluded  the  lodians  from  dtizexiship,  and  forever 
fixed  tbe  negro  in  a  condition  of  servitude,  under  that  Clonstitution,  by  in- 
cluding him,  as  a  slave,  in  the  article  fixing  the  ratio  of  GoDgressional  repre- 
sentation on  the  basis  of  five  negroes  equaling  three  white  men.  The  phrase-^ 
"all  men  are  created  equal " ^could,  therefore,  have  meant  nothing  more  than 
the  declaration  of  a  general  principle,  asserting  the  equality  of  the  colonists^ 
before  God,  with  those  who  claimed  it  as  a  divine  right  to  lord  it  over  them. 
The  lodians  were  men  as  well  as  the  n^roes.  Both  were  within  the'tenitory 
over  which  the  United  Colonies  claimed  jurisdiction.  The  exclusion  of  both 
from  citizenship  under  the  Constitution,  is  conclusive  that  neither  were  intended 
to  be  embraced  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence. 

That  the  oolonists  were  determined,  at  any  sacrifice,  to  achieve  their  own 
liberties,  even  at  the  sacrifice  of  th^r  slave  property,  seems  to  have  been  the 
opinion  of  intelligent  Englishmen.  Burke,  in  his  speech  already  quoted,  thus 
dissipates  the  hopes  of  those  who  expected  to  find  less  resiatance  at  the  South 
than  at  the  North. 

"  There  is,  however,  a  circumstance  attending  the  [Southern]  colonies,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  fully  counterbalances  this  difference,  and  makes  the  spirit  of 
liberty  still  more  high  and  haughty  than  in  those  to  the  Northward.  It  is  that 
in  Vii^nia  and  the  CaroUnas,  they  have  a  vast  multitude  of  slaves.  Where 
this  is  the  case,  in  any  part  of  the  world,  those  who  are  free,  are  by  far  the 
most  proud  and  jealous  of  their  freedom.  Freedom  is  to  them  not  only 
an  enjoyment,  but  a  kind  of  rank  and  privilege.  Not  seeing  there  that 
freedom,  as  in  countries  where  it  is  a  common  blessing,  and  as  broad  and 
general  as  the  air,  may  be  united  with  much  abject  toil,  with  great  misery^ 
with  all  the  exterior  of  servitude,  liberty  looks,  among  them,  like  something 
that  is  ihore  noble  and  liberal.  I  do  not  mean,  sir,  to  commend  the  pacnliar 
morality  of  this  sentiment,  which  has  at  least  as  much  pride  as  virtue  in  it ; 
but  I  can  not  alter  the  nature  of  man.  The  fact  is  so ;  and  these  people 
of  the  Southern  colonies  are  much  more  strongly,  and  with  a  higher  and  more 
stmbbom  spirit,  attached  to  liberty,  than  those  to  the  Northward.  Such  were 
all  the  ancient  commonwealths ;  such  were  our  Gothic  ancestors ;  such  in  our 
days  were  the  Pbles ;  and  such  will  be  all  masters  of  slaves,  who  are  not  slaves 
themselves.  In  such  a  people  the  haughtiness  of  domination  combines  with 
the  spirit  of  freedom,  fortifies  it,  and  renders  it  invincible.*' 
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Whbn  the  aathor  was  carefully  collating  the  &ct8  from  the  Record  of  Majob 
Lachlan,  in  reference  to  the  fugitive  slaves  in  Canada,  he  was  not  aware  that 
he  should  be  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain,  from  other  sources,  any  testimony  in 
their  support  Canada  has  all  along  been  a  sealed  book  to  the  public  of  the 
States,  so  Car  as  the  condition  of  blacks,  who  had  escaped  thither,  were  con- 
cerned. Since  the  completion  of  the  stereotyping  of  the  volume,  and  just  as  it 
was  about  ready  for  the  press,  the  Neu>  York  Eerald,  of  January  5,  reached  us. 
It  embraces  a  detailed  report  on  this  important  subject,  which  was  prepared  by 
a  special  agent,  who  visited  the  settlements  he  describes.  It  is  very  interesting 
to  find,  that  the  opinions  and  predictions  of  Major  Lachlan,  made  in  1841  to 
1850,  as  to  the  results  of  colored  inmiigration  into  Canada,  should  be  so  fully 
sustained  and  fulfilled,  by  a  report  upon  the  actual  facts  in  1859. 

It  may  be  remarked,  here,  that  we  believe  a  crisis  has  arrived  in  the  history 
of  the  free  colored  people  of  the  United  States,  which  demands  the  most  calm 
and  serious  consideration ;  and  we  would  remind  the  more  intelligent  colored 
men,  that  the  honor  of  conducting  their  fellow-men  in  the  road  to  a  high  civili- 
sation, will  be  as  great  as  are  the  honors  heaped  upon  the  few  of  the  white  race, 
wh«  have  been  the  master  spirits  in  bringing  up  their  fellow-men  to  the  pinna- 
<de  of  greatness  upon  which  they  now  stand.  More  than  one  field,  for  the  ac- 
complishment of  this  object,  now  presents  itself ;  and,  as  the  darkest  hour  is 
said  to  be  that  which  immediately  preoeeds  the  dawn  of  day ;  it  may  be  hoped 
that  the  lowering  clouds  now  overshadowing  their  prospects,  will  soon  be  dissi- 
pated by  a  brighter  sun,  that  shall  reveal  the  highway  of  their  deliverance. 

But  to  the  extracts  from  the  Herald,  After  giving  a  detailed  account  of  the 
whole  subject  of  negro  immigration  into  Canada,  together  with  the  particulars 
of  the  results  of  the  several  attempts  at  founding  settlements  for  the  refugees, 
the  Eerald'a  reporter  sums  up  the  whole  matter  thus : 

"THE  SOCIAL  AND  MORAL  EFFECT  OF  THE  IMPORTATION  OF   FUGITIVB 

SLATES  INTO  CANADA. 

"  While,  as  we  have  seen,  the  British  abolitionists  in  Canada  are  laboring  with 
the  republican  abolitionists  of  America  to  entice  away  the  slave  property  of  the 
South,  and  to  foment  a  servile  insurrection  in  the  Southern  States,  and  a  dis- 
ruption of  the  Union,  there  are  men  of  sense  and  of  honor  among  our  neigh- 
burs  over  the  borders,  who  deplore  this  interference  of  their  countrymen  in  the 
affiurs  of  the  republic,  and  appreciate  the  terrible  catastrophe  to  which,  if  perse- 
vered in,  it  must  eventually  lead.  I  conversed  vrith  a  prominent  abolitionist  in 
Chatham,  holding  a  public  position  of  trust  and  honor,  who  told  me  that  the 
first  suggestion  of  the  Harper's  Ferry  attack  was  made  to  Brown  by  British 
abolitionists  in  Chatham,  and  who  assured  me  that  he  had  himself  subscribed 
money  to  aid  Brown  in  nosing  men  for  the  service  in  Ohio  and  olsewhere  in  the 
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States.  In  reply  to  some  questions  I  put  to  him,  he  stated  that  he  and  his 
associates  on  the  other  side  looked  with  expectation  and  hope  to  the  day,  not 
far  distant,  when  a  disruption  of  the  Union  would  take  place ;  for  that,  in  that 
case,  the  British  aholitionists  would  join  the  repuhlican  aholitionists  of  America 
in  open  warfare  upon  the  slaveholding  States.  When  I  reminded  him  that  the 
patriotic  men  of  the  North  would  raise  a  barrier  of  brave  hearts,  through  which 
such  traitors  would  find  it  difScult  to  reach  the  Southern  States,  he  replied — 
*  Oh,  we  have  often  talked  over  and  calculated  upon  that ;  but  you  forget  that  we 
should  have  the  negroes  of  the  South  to  help  us  in  their  own  homes  against 
their  oppressors,  with  the  knife  and  the  fire-brand.' 

"  I  conversed  on  the  other  hand  with  conservative,  high-minded  men,  who 
expressed  the  most  serious  apprehension  that  the  bold  and  unjustifiable  associa- 
tion of  Canadian  abolitionists  with  the  negro  stealers  and  insurrectionists  of 
America  would  eventually  plunge  the  two  countries  into  war. 

'*  We  have  seen  that  the  immigration  of  fugitive  slaves  into  Canada  is  unat- 
tended by  any  social  or  moral  good  to  the  negro.  It  is  injurious,  also,  to  the 
white  citizens  of  Canada,  inasmuch  as  it  depresses  the  value  of  their  property, 
diminishes  their  personal  comfort  and  safety,  and  destroys  the  peace  and  good 
order  of  the  community.  Mr.  Sheriff  Mercer,  of  Kent  county,  assured  me  that 
the  criminal  statistics  of  that  county  prove  that  nine-tenths  of  the  offenses 
against  the  laws  are  committed  by  colored  persons.  The  same  proportion  holds 
good  in  Essex  county,  and  the  fact  is  the  more  startling  when  it  is  remembered 
that  the  blacks  do  not  at  present  number  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
population.  % 

"  In  the  township  of  Anderdon,  Essex  county,  this  fall,  nearly  every  sheep 
belonging  to  the  white  farmers  has  been  stolen.  The  fact  was  presented  in  the 
return  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  county,  and  some  twelve  negro  families,  men, 
women  and  children,  were  committed  to  jail  on  the  charge  of  sheep  stealing. 
The  cases  of  petit  larceny  are  incredibly  numerous  in  every  township  contain- 
ing negro  settlements,  and  it  is  a  fact  that  frequently  the  criminal  calendars 
would  be  bare  of  a  prosecution  but  for  the  negro  prisoners. 

*'  The  offenses  of  the  blacks  are  not  wholly  confined  to  those  of  a  light  charac- 
ter. Occasionally  some  horrible  crime  startles  the  community,  and  is  almost 
invariably  attended  by  a  savage  ferocity  peculiar  to  the  vicious  negro.  If  a  mur- 
der is  committed  by  a  black,  it  is  generally  of  an  aggravated  and  brutal  nature. 
The  offense  of  rape  is  unfortimately  peculiarly  prevalent  among  the  negroes. 
Nearly  every  assize  is  marked  by  a  charge  of  this  character.  A  prominent  law- 
yer of  the  Province,  who  has  held  the  position  of  public  prosecutor,  told  me 
that  his  greatest  dread  was  of  this  offense,  for  that  experience  had  taught  him 
that  no  white  woman  was  safe  at  all  times,  from  assault,  and  those  who  were 
rearing  daughters  in  that  part  of  Canada,  flight  well  tremble  at  the  danger  by 
'which  they  are  threatened.  He  told  me  that  he  never  saw  a  really  brutal  look 
on  the  human  face  until  he  beheld  the  countenances  of  the  negroes  charged 
with  the  crime  of  rape.  When  the  lust  comes  over  them  they  are  worse  than 
the  wild  beast  of  the  forest  Last  year,  in  broad  daylight,  a  respectable  white 
woman,  while  walking  in  the  public  road  within  the  town  ol  Chatham,  was 
knocked  down  by  a  Uack  savage  and  violated.    This  year,  near  Windsor,  the 
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wife  of  a  wealthy  lanner,  while  driTing  alone  in  a  wagon,  was  stopped  by  a 
negro  in  broad  daylight,  dragged  ont  into  the  road,  and  criminally  assaalted  in 
a  moat  inl^umao  manner.  It  was  impossible  to  hear  the  recital  of'  these  now 
common  crimes  without  a  shudder.  , 

**  The  fngitiTe  slaves  go  into  Canada  as  beggars,  and  the  mass  of  them  com- 
mit larceny  and  lay  in  jail  until  they  become  lowered  and  debased,  and  ready 
tor  worse  crimes,  ifbr  does  there  seem  at  present  a  prospect  of  educatioii 
doing  muph  to  better  their  condition,  for  they  do  not  appear  anxious  to  avail 
themselves  of  school  privileges  as  a  general  rulew  The  worse  class  of  blacks 
are  too  poor  and  too  indolent  to  clothe  their  children  in  the  winter,  and  their 
services  are  wanted  at  home  in  the  summer.  The  better  class  a£fect  airs  as  ;soon 
as  they  become  tolerably  well  to  do,  and  refuse  to  send  their  little  ones  tp  any 
but  wMU  schools.  In  Windsor  there  are  two  public  colored  schools,  but  the 
negroes  of  that  place  choose  to  refuse  to  allow  their  children  to  attend  these 
institutions,  and  sent  them  to  the  schools  for  whites.  They  were  not  admittdd, 
and  two  of  the  black  residents,  named  Jones  and  Gr^en,  tested  the  question  at 
law,  to  try  whether  the  trustees  or  teachers  had  a  right  to  exclude  their  cMl- 
dren.  It  was  decided  that  the  trustee^s  had  such  power,  when  separate  schoola 
were  provided  for  colored  persons. 

"  That  property  is  iseriously  depreciated  in  all  neighborhoods  in  which-  the 
negroes  settle  is  a  well  known  fact.  Mr.  S.  S.  Macdonncl,  a  resident  of  Wind- 
sor, and  a  gentleman  of  high  social  and  political  position,  is  the  owner  of  a  large 
amount  of  real  estate  in  that  place.  The  Bowyer  farm,  a  laige  tract  of  land 
belonging  to  him,  was  partitioned  into  lots  some  few  years  since,  and  sold  at 
auction.  Some  of  the  lots  were  bid  in  by  negroes  of  means,  among  others,  by 
a  mulatto  named  t)e  Baptiste,  residing  in  Detroit  Aa  soon  as  the  vhite  pur- 
chasers found  that  negroes  were  among  the  buyers,  they  threw  up  their  lots, 
and  since  then  the  value  of  the  property  has  been  much  depressed.  In  several 
instances  Mr.  Macdonnel  paid  premiums  to  the  negroes  to  give  up  their  pur- 
chases, where  they  had  happened  to  buy  in  the  midst  of  white  citizens.  At  a 
subsequent  sale  of  another  property,  cut  up  mto  very  fine  building  lots,  by  the 
Same  gentleman,  one  of  the  conditions  of  sale  announced  was,  that  no  bid 
should  be  received  from  colored  persons.  D9  Baptiste  attended  and  bid  in  a 
lot.  When  his  bid  was  refu9ed,  he  endeavored  vto  bnak  up  the  auction  in  a 
row,  by  the  aid  of  other  negroes,  and  failing  in  this,  brought  an  action  at  law 
against  Mr.  Macdonnel.  This  Mr.  M.  prepared  to  defend,  but  it  was  never 
pressed  to  a  triaL  These  incidents,  together  with  the  attempt  of  the  Windsor 
negroes  to  force  their  children  into  the  schools  for  whites,  illustrate  the  impu- 
dent assumption  of  .the  black,  as  soon  as  he  becomes  independent,  and  the 
deeply  seated  antipathy  of  the  whites  in  Canada  to  their  dark  skinned  neigh- 
boia.  At  the  same  time  it  is  observable  that  the  'free  negro'  in  Canada — that 
is»  the  black  who  was  free  in  the  Stat'es— endeavors  to  hold  his  head  above  the 
'  fugitive,'  and  has  a  profound  contempt  for  the  escaped  slave. 

"As  I  desired  to  obtain  the  views  of  intelligent  Canadians  upon  the  import- 
ant questions  before  me,  I  requested  a  prominent  and  wealthy  citizen  of  Wind- 
sor to  favor  me  with  a  written  statement  of  his  observations  on  the  effect  of  the 
negro  immigration  and  reoeired  the  following  hastily  prepared  and  brief  com- 
1« 
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municatioD,  in  replj.  The  opinions  expressed  are  from  one  of  the  most  accom- 
plished gentlemen  in  the  Province,  and  are  worthy  of  seriotis  consideration, 
although  the  public  position  he  occupies  renders  it  proper  that  I  should  not 
make  public  use  of  his  name  : — 

"'WiNDflOB,  Dec.  23,  1869. 

"  *  My  Deab  Sib — In  reply  to  your  request,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  would  cheer- 
fully give  you  my  views  at  length  upon  the  important  topics  discussed  at  our 
interview,  did  not  my  pressing  engagements  just  now  occupy  too  much  of  my 
time  to  make  it  possible  that  I  should  do  more  than  hastily  sketch  down  such 
thoughts  as  occur  to  me  in  the  few  moments  I  can  devote  to  the  subject 

" '  The  constant  immigration  of  fugitives  from  slavery  into  the  two  western 
counties  of  the  Province  of  Canada,  Kent  and  Essex,  has  become  a  matter  for 
serious  consideration  to  the  landed  proprietors  in  those  counties,  both  as  it 
effects  the  value  and  salability  of  real  estate,  and  as  rendering  the  locality  an 
undesirable  place  of  abode. 

" '  It  is  certain  that  ever  since  large  numbers  of  fugitive  slaves  have,  by  means 
of  the  organization  known  here  and  in  the  States  as  *'  the  Undei^ound  Rail- 
road," and  of  such  associations  as  the  Dawn  and  Elgin  Institutes  and  the  Re- 
fugee Home  Society,  been  annually  introduced  into  these  two  counties,  no  set- 
tlers from  the  old  country,  from  the  States,  or  from  the  eastern  part  of  Canada, 
have  taken  up  lands  there.  And  there  is  every  reason  to  assign  the  fact  of 
there  being  a  large  colored  population,  and  that  population  constantly  on  the 
increase,  as  the  chief  cause  why  these  counties  do  not  draw  a  portion  at  least 
of  the  many  seeking  Western  homes. 

"  *  Kent  and  Essex  have  been  justly  styled  "  the  Garden  of  Upper  Canada." 
The  soil  in  most  parts  of  the  counties  cannot  be  excelled  in  richness  and  fertil- 
ity, and  the  climate  is  mild  and  delightful.  There  are  thousands  of  acres  open 
for  sale  at  a  moderate  price,  but  it  now  seldom  happens  that  a  lot  of  wild  land 
is  taken  up  by  a  new  comer.  The  farmer  who  has  achieved  the  clearing  of  the 
land  that  years  ago  was  settled  upon  may  wish  to  extend  his  possessions  for  the 
sake  of  his  sons  who  are  growing  up,  by  the  acquisition  of  an  adjoining  or 
neighboring  piece  of  wild  land  ;  but  seldom  or  never  is  the  uncleared  forest 
intruded  upon  now  by  the  encampment  of  emigrant  families. 

"  *  It  may  be  broadly  asserted,  first;  in  general,  that  the  existence  of  a  large  col- 
ored population  in  Kent  and  Essex  has  prevented  many  whit«  settlers  from 
locating  there  who  otherwise  would  have  made  a  home  in  one  of  those  coun- 
ties ;  and,  secondly,  that  in  particular  instances  it  constantly  occurs  that  the  sale 
of  a  lot  of  land  is  injuriously  affected  by  reason  of  the  near  settlement  of 
colored  people. 

"  *  Next,  as  to  the  general  feeling  of  the  gentry  and  farmers  who  live  in  the 
midst  of  this  population :  All  regard  it  with  dissatisfaction,  and  with  a  forebod- 
ing— an  uncomfortable  anticipation  for  the  future,  as  they  behold  the  annual 
inpouring  of  a  people  with  whom  they  have  few  or  no  sympathies  in  common, 
many  of  whose  characteristics  are  obnoxious  and  bad,  and  who  have  to  make  a 
commencement  here,  in  the  development  of  their  better  nature,  should  they 
possess  any,  from  perhaps  the  lowest  point  to  which  the  human  mind  can  be 
degraded,  intellectually  and  morally. 
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'"There  is  andoTibtedly  hardly  a  well  thinking  person  whose  heart  is  not 
,  touched  with  a  feeling  of  pity  for  the  unfortunates  who  present  themselves  as 
paupers,  in  the  name  of  liherty,  to  become  denizens  of  our  country.  And  it 
would,  doubtless,  be  a  great  moral  spectacle  to  witness  these  escaped  slaves,  as 
they  are  sometimes  pictured  by  professional  philanthropists,  rendering  them- 
selves happy  in  their  freedom,  acquiring  property,  surrounding  themselves  with 
the  comforts,  if  not  the  elegancies  of  life,  and  advancing  themselves  intellect- 
Dally,  socially  and  politically.  But,  alas  for  human  nature !  If  the  negro  is 
reaUy  fitted  by  the  Creator  to  enjoy  freedom  as  we  enjoy  it,  the  habits  of  mind 
and  of  action,  however  baneful  they  may  be,  that  have  been  long  exercised,  are 
sot  to  be  suddenly  broken  or  changed  ;  and  the  slave  who  was  idle,  and  Ijring, 
and  thievish  in  the  South,  will  not  obtain  opposite  qualities  forthwith  by  cross- 
ing the  line  that  makes  him  free. 

" '  This  is  not  said  in  a  spirit  of  malevolence  toward  the  colored  people  that 
are  here  and  are  brought  here,  but  as  presenting  their  case  as  it  really  is,  and  as 
explaining  the  position  in  which  residents  of  these  counties  are  placed,  or  will 
be  placed,  if  this  continuous  flow  from  the  slave  States  is  poured  in  by  means 
of  the  organizations  and  societies  formed  for  that  purpose  in  many  of  the 
Northern  States  of  America,  and  fostered  and  aided  by  many  indiscreet  men  in 
our  own  country. 

*' '  The  main  argument  in  favor  of  the  free  school  system  is,  that  it  is  a  benefit 
to  all  to  be  surrounded  by  an  intelligent  and  moral  community,  and  for  such  a 
benefit  every  property  holder  should  be  glad  to  contribute  his  quota.  Is  there, 
then,  any  need  of  asking  the  question,  if  the  people  of  these  counties  desire 
the  sort  of  population  that  comes  to  them  from  the  Southern  States  ? 

'* '  What  is  the  condition  of  the  negroes  on  their  arrival  here  ?  What  their 
progress  in  the  acquisition  of  property  and  knowledge,  and  their  conduct  as 
dtizens  ? 

" '  There  are  very  few  indeed  who  arrive  here  with  sufficient  means  at  once  to 
acquire  a  farm,  or  \g  enter  into  business  of  any  kind«  The  great  mass  of  them 
may  be  called  paupers,  claiming  aid  from  the  societies  through  whose  agency 
they  are  brought  out  Some  of  these  societies  hold  large  tracts  of  land,  which 
they  sub-divide  and  sell  to  new  comers  upon  long  time,  but  with  conditions  as 
to  clearing,  residence,  etc.,  that  are  difficult  of  observance.  I  believe  there  is 
much  trouble  in  carrying  out  this  plan,  arising  in  some  measure  from  the  pecu- 
liarities of  negro  character — a  want  of  constancy  or  steadiness  of  purpose,  as 
well  as  from  a  feeling  of  distrust  as  to  their  having  the  land  secured  to  them. 
If  the  land  is  not  purchased  from  any  of  these  societies,  a  parcel  of  ten  or 
fifteen  colored  families  get  together  and  purchase  and  settle  upon  some  other 
ipot. 

** '  While  there  are  instances  of  colored  men  accumulating  property  here,  the 
great  mass  of  them  fail  even  in  securing  a  living  without  charity  or  crime. 
They  have  but  little  forethought  for  the  future,  and  care  only  to  live  lazily  in 
the  present  The  criminal  records  of  the  county  show  that  nine-tenths  of  the 
offenses  are  committed  by  the  colored  population,  and  I  think  the  experience 
of  every  citizen  who  resides  near  a  settlement  will  testify  to  their  depredating 
hibitii 
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"  *  I  hare  given  you  thus  hurriedly  and  disconnectedly  my  Tiews  on  these  sub- 
jects. They  are  important  enough  to  demand  more  time  and  consideration  in 
their  discussion,  but  I  believe  the  opinions  I  have  advanced  you  will  find  shared 
in  by  t  large  proportion  of  the  residents  of  the  Province.  I  am,  my  dear  sir, 
faithfully  yours.'  -^-^    — — . 

"  In  addition  to  the  testimony  of  the  writer  of  the  above  communication,  my 
views  upon  the  subject  under  examination  were  confirmed  by  the  valuable 
opinion  of  the  Hon.  Colonel  Prince,  the  representative  of  the  county  in  the  Pro- 
vincial Parliament  for  a  long  term  of  years.  Colonel  Prince  has  bestowed  much 
consideration  upon  the  negro  question,  and  he  has  practical  experience  of  the 
condition  and  conduct  of  the  colored  population.  In  June,  1858,  in  the  course 
of  a  debate  in  the  Legislative  Council,  Col.  Prince  was  reported  to  have  spol^en 
as  follows : 

" '  In  the  county  of  Essex  the  greatest  curse  that  befell  them  was  the  swarm 
of  blacks  that  infested  that  coimty.  They  were  perfectly  inundated  with  them. 
Some  of  the  finest  farmers  of  the  county  of  Kent  had  actually  left  their  beau- 
tiful farms,  so  as  not  to  be  near  this  terriblie  nuisance.  If  they  looked  over  the 
criminal  calendars  of  the  country  they  would  see  that  the  majority  of  names 
were  those  of  colored  people.  They  were  a  useless,  worthless,  thriftless  set  of 
people,  too  lazy  and  indqlent  to  work,  and  too  proud  to  be  taught .... 
Were  the  blacks  to  swarm  the  country  and  annoy  them  with  their  rascalities'? 
Honorable  gentlemen  might  speak  feelingly  for  the  negroes,  but  they  had  never 
lived  among  them  as  he  had  done.  Notwithstanding  all  that  he  said  about  them, 
they  would  say,  if  asked  on  the  subject,  that  they  had  no  better  friend  than 
Col.  Prince.  But  there  was  no  use  in  trying  to  get  the  white  man  to  live  with 
them.  It  was  a  thing  they  would  not  do.  There  was  a  great  sympa- 
thy always  expressed  for  the  black  man  who  escaped  frgm  the  slave  life; 
but  he  had  lived  with  them  twenty-five  years,  and  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  black  man  was  born  for  servitude,  and  was  not  fit  for  any 
thing  else.  He  might  listen  to  the  morbid  philanthropy  of  honorable  gentle- 
men in  favor  of  the  negro ;  but  they  might  as  well  try  to  change  the  spots  of 
the  leopard  as  to  change  the  character  of  the  blacks.  They  would  still  retain 
their  idle  and  thievish  propensities.' 

*'  While  Col.  Prince  claims  that  he  was  very  inaccurately  reported,  and  that  he 
never  said  one  word  in  favor  of  slavery,  which  he  professes  to  abhor  with  a 
holy  horror,  he  yet  adheres  to  the  opinion  that  the  colored  race  is  not  fit  to  live 
and  mix  in  freedom  with  the  whites.  Ho  deplores  deeply  the  action  of  such 
of  his  countrymen  as  improperly  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  the  States^  and  con- 
demns the  lawless  running  off"  of  slaves  from  the  South,  and  the  attempts  to 
raise  servile  insurrection  in  the  slaveholding  States.  As  a  constitutional  British 
gentleman,  he  reveres  the  laws,  and  believes  that  where  they  are  bad,  or  where 
the  constitution  of  a  country  is  unwise,  the  remedy  lies  in  the  power  of  the 
people  by  legal  means.  He  sees  the  evil  effiect,  morally  and  socially,  of  the  in- 
flux of  fugitive  slaves  into  Canada,  and  would  shut  them  out  if  he  could.  He 
knows  that  the  negroes  form  an  enormous  portion  of  the  criminals  of  his 
county^  and  the  county  of  Kent»  and  he  is  doubly  annoyed  that  men  whp  oomiB 
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from  servitude  to  freedom  Bhoald  abuse  their  privileges  as  the  negroes  do.  He 
admits  that  every  distinct  attempt  to  make  a  settlement  of  negroes  self-support- 
ing and  prosperous,  has  failed,  and  he  believes  that  the  negro  is  not  yet  fit  for 
lelf-govemment,  and  requires  over  him  a  guiding,  if  not  a  master's  hand. 

Col.  Prince  is  a  gentleman  of  the  old  school — hale,  hearty  and  whole-souled — 
and  does  not  fear  to  express  the  sentiments  he  entertains. 

"  The  lessons  taught  by  an  examination  into  the  action  o(  the  Canadian  abo- 
litionists, and  of  the  condition  and  prospects  of  the  fugitive  slaves  in  the  Prov- 
ibce,  should  be  made  useful  to  the  American  people.  The  history  of  the  past 
proves  that  Great  Britain  would  gladly  destroy  the  Union  of  the  States,  which 
makes  the  American  republic  a  leading  power  among  nations.  As  in  da^-s  past 
she  sought  to  accomplish  this  object  through  the  Instrumentality  of  traitors  and 
of  the  foes  of  the  Union,  so  now  she  seeks  aid  in  her  designs  from  the  republi- 
can abolition  enemies  of  the  confederacy  in  our  own  States.  The  intrigues  of 
the  British  emissaries  in  Canada  should  stay  the  hand  of  every  man  who  fancies 
that  in  helping  to  rob  the  South  of  its  slaves  he  is  performing  an  act  of  hu- 
manity ;  for  they  should  teach  him  that  he  Is  but  helping  on  the  designs  of 
those  who  look  eagerly  to  the  slavery  agitation  and  the  sectional  passions  engen- 
dered thereby,  to  accomplish  a  disruption  of  the  Union,  and  encompass  the 
failure  of  our  experiment  of  free  government 

"  Let  our  merchants  and  our  farmers  carefullv  consider  these  facts,  and  then 
reflect  upon  what  they  are  required  by  the  abolition  agitators  to  do.  To  what 
end  are  the  systematized  negro  stealing  of  the  North,  the  attempts  to  incite 
insurrection  at  the  South,  and  their  natural  results,  a  dissolution  of  the  Union, 
to  lead  ?  Are  we  to  render  New  York  and  the  other  free  States  subject  to  the 
tame  deplorable  evils  as  afflict  the  western  counties  of  Canada  ?  Are  our 
Korthem  farmers  willing  to  have  the  value  of  their  lands  depreciated,  and  to 
aabject  their  crops  and  stock  to  constant  depredations  by  inviting  here  the  same 
dass  of  neighbors  that  at  present  deplete  whole  Canadian  townships  of  their 
sheep  ?  Unless  we  desire  to  accomplish  such  results,  why,  under ,  a  mistaken 
idea  of  charity  to  the  negro,  do  wc  take  him  from  a  life  of  usefulness  and  con- 
tent at  the  South  to  plant  him  in  freedom  and  suffering  at  the  North  ?  Why 
do  we  consent  to  help  forward,  directly  or  indirectly,  an  agitation  that  can  only 
incite  a  disruption  of  the  Union  and  bring  upon  us  the  very  evils  we  deplore?" 


IMPORTANT    DECISIONS. 


Since  the  volume  was  in  type,  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ohio  has  made  a  deci- 
sion of  great  importance  to  the  free  colored  people.  We  copy  from  the  Law 
Journal,  December,  1859  : 

"NEGROES  AND  THE  COMMON  SCHOOLS. 

"The  Supreme  Court  of  Ohio,  on  Tuesday,  on  a  question  before  them 
involving  the  right  of  colored  children  to  be  admitted  into  the  Common  Schools 
of  the  State,  decided  that  the  law  of  the  State  interfered  with  no  right  of 
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colored  children  on  the  subject,  and  that  they  were  not,  therefore,  entitled  of 
right  to  the  admission  demanded.  The  following  is  the  reported  statement  of 
the  case : 

***Eno8  Van  Camp  vs.  Board  of  Equalization  of  incorporated  village  of 
Logan,  Hocking  County,  Ohio.     Error  to  District  Court  of  Hocking  County. 

"*Peck  J.  held: 

"  *  1.  That  the  statute  of  March  14, 1853,  *  to  provide  for  the  reorganization, 
supervision,  and  maintenance  of  Common  Schools,  is  a  law  of  classification  and 
not  of  exclusion^  providing  for  the  education  of  all  youths  within  tlic  prescribed 
ages,  and  that  the  words  '  white  *  and  '  colored,'  as  used  in  said  act,  are  used 
in  their  popular  and  ordinary  signification. 

"  *  2.  That  children  of  three-eighths  African  and  five-eighths  white  blood,  but 
who  are  distinctly  colored,  and  generally  treated  and  regarded  as  colored  chil- 
dren by  the  community  where  they  reside,  are  not,  as  of  rights  entitled  to 
admission  into  the  Common  Schools,  set  apart  under  said  act,  for  the  instruction 
of  white  youths. 

"  *  Brinkherhoff,  C.  J.,  and  Sutlff,  J.,  dissented.' " 


(From  the  Cincinnati  Gazette.) 
MASSACHUSETTS    BLACK    MILITIA. 


g 


Last  Wednesday  a  bill  passed  by  the  Massachusetts  Legislature  authorizin 
colored  persons  to  join  military  organizations,  was  vetoed  by  Gov.  Banks,  on 
the  ground  that  he  believed  the  chapter  in  the  bill  relating  to  the  militia,  in 
which  the  word  "white"  was  stricken  out,  to  be  unconstitutional.  In  this 
opinion  he  is  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  and  by  the  Attorney  General. 

The  matter  was  discussed  in  the  House  at  some  length,  and  the  veto  sus- 
tained by  a  vote  of  146  to  6. 

A  new  chapter  was  then  introduced  on  leave,  and  it  being  predsely  tbe  same 
as  the  other,  except  that  the  word  "  white "  was  restored,  it  passed  the  House 
with  but  one  negative  vote. 

Under  a  suspension  of  the  rules  the  new  bill  was  then  sent  to  the  Senate, 
where,  after  debate,  it  was  passed  by  a  vote  of  11  to  15. 

The  Governor  signed  the  new  bill,  and  the  Legislature  adjourned  sine  die. 


SOUTH-SIDE    VIEWS. 


Ret.  Dr.  Fuller,  of  Baltimore,  has  written  a  long  letter  to  Hon.  Edward 
Everett,  in  regard  to  the  present  state  of  things  as  regards  slavery.  We  sub- 
join two  or  three  specimens  : — Cincinnati  Oazefte. 

"In  June,  1845,  there  assembled  in  Charleston  a  body  of  men,  representing 
almost  all  the  wisdom  and  wealth  of  South  Carolina.  There  were  present, 
also,  delegates  from  Georgia,  and  I  believe  from  other  States.    It  was  a  meet- 
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iBg  of  the  association  for  the  improvement,  moral  and  religious,  of  the  sl^ve 
population.  The  venerahle  Judge  Huger  presided.  Having  been  appointed  to 
address  that  large  and  noble  audieuce,  I  did  not  hesitate  to  speak  my  whole 
mind  :  appealing  to  masters  to  imitate  the  Antonines  and  other  magnanimous 
Roman  Emperors,  to  become  the  guardians  of  their  slaves,  to  have  laws  enacted 
protecting  them  in  their  relations  as  husbands  and  wives  and  parents ;  to  recog- 
nize the  rights  which  the  Gospel  asserts  for  servants  as  well  as  masters.  In  a 
word,  I  pressed  upon  them  the  solemn  obligations  which  their  power  over 
these  human  beings  imposed  upon  them— obligations  only  the  more  sacred, 
because  their  power  was  so  irresponsible. 

"That  august  assembly  not  oaly  honored  me  with  their  attention,  but 
expressed  their  approval,  the  presiding  officer  concurring  most  emphatically  in 
the  views  submitted. 

"  I  need  scarcely  tell  you  that  no  such  address  would  be  regarded  as  wise  or 
prudent  at  this  time.  It  is  not  that  masters  are  less  engaged  in  seeking  to  pro- 
mote the  moral  and  religious  well-being  of  their  servants  ;  but  measures  which 
once  could  have  been  adopted,  most  beneficially  would  now  only  expose  master 
and  servant  to  the  baneful  influence  of  fanatical  intermeddling. 

**  If  any  thing  is  certain,  it  is  that  the  Gospel  does  not  recognise  hatred, 
abuse,  violence  and  blood  as  the  means  by  which  good  is  to  be  done.  The 
Gospel  is  a  system  of  love.  It  assails  no  established  social  relations,  but  it 
infuses  love  into  the  hearts  of  those  who  are  bound  together,  and  thus  unites 
them  in  affection." 

Again  he  says  : 

"  I  think  I  speak  accurately  when  I  say,  that  hitherto  every  sacrifice  for  the 
emancipation  of  slaves  has  been  made  by  Southern  men  ;  and  many  hundred 
thousand  dollars  have  been  expended  in  such  liberations.  The  North  has 
wasted  large  sums  for  abolition  books  and  lecture  ;  for  addresses  calculated  to 
inflame  the  imaginations  of  women  and  children,  and  to  mislead  multitudes  of 
men — ^most  excellent  and  pious — but  utterly  ignorant  as  to  the  condition  of 
things  at  the  South.  We  now  find,  indeed,  that  money  has  been  contributed 
even  for  the  purchase  of  deadly  weapons  to  be  employed  against  the  South, 
and  to  enlist  the  most  ferocious  passions  in  secret  crusades,  compared  with 
which  an  open  invasion  by  foreign  enemies  would  be  a  blessing.  I  believe, 
however,  that  not  one  cent  has  yet  been  given  to  set  on  foot — or  even  encour- 
age when  proposed — any  plausible  enterprise  for  the  benefit  of  the  slave/' 


"  I  do  now  believe  that  the  guardianship  of  a  kind  master  is  at  this  time  a 
great  blessing  to  the  African.  If  emancipation  is  ever  to  take  place,  it  will  be 
gradually,  and  under  the  mild,  but  resistless  influence  of  the  Gt)spel.  Whether 
ilavery  be  an  evil  or  not,  we  at  the  South  did  not  bring  these  Africans  here — 
we  protested  against  their  introduction.  The  true  friend  of  the  African  is  at 
the  South,  and  thousands  of  hearts  there  are  seeking  to  know  what  can  be  done 
for  the  race.  There  must  be  some  limits  to  human  responsibility,  and  a  man 
in  New  England  has  no  more  right  to  interfere  with  the  institutions  of  Virginia, 
than  he  has  to  interfere  with  those  of  England  or  France.    All  such  interference 
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will  be  repelled  by  the  master,  but  it  will  prove  iojurious  to  the  slave.  Dr. 
Channing  was  regarded  as  a  lending  abolitionist  in  his  day,  but  could  that  noble 
man  now  rise  up,  he  would  stand  aghast  at  the  madness  which  is  rife  every- 
Irhere  on  this  subject  '  One  great  principle,  which  we  should  lay  down  as 
immovably  true,  is,  that  if  a  good  work  cannot  be  carried  on  by  the  calm,  self- 
controlled,  benevolent  spirit  of  Christianity,  then  the  time  for  doing  it  has  n^t 
yet  come.*  Such  was  his  language,  when  opposing  slavery.  Were  he  now 
living,  the  delirious  spirit  of  the  day  would  denounce  him,  as  it  denounced  Mr. 
Webster,  and  now  denounces  you  and  every  true  patriot  Nay,  even  Mr. 
Beecher  is  abused  as  not  truculent  enough. 

"  Jesus  saw  slavery  all  around  him.  Did  he  seek  to  employ  force  ?  He 
said  *All  power  in  heaven  and  earth  is  given  unto  me,  therefore,  go  teach,  go 
preach  the  Gospel.*  '* 


COLORED  PEOPLE  EMIGRATING  FROM  LOUISIANA  TO  HAYTL 


The  New  Orleans  Picayune  notices  that  a  vessel  cleared  from  that  port  on 
the  previous  day,  having  on  board  eighty-one  free  colored  persons,  emigrating 
to  Hayti.     The  Picayune  says  : 

"  These  people  are  all  from  the  Opclousas  parishes,  and  all  cultivators — well 
versed  in  farming,  and  in  all  the  mechanical  arts  connected  with  a  farm. 
Among  them  are  brick  makers,  blacksmiths,  wheelwrights,  carpenters,  etc.  Some 
of  them  are  proficient  weavers,  who  have  long  been  employed  making  the  stuff 
called  Attakapas  cottonadc,  so  favorably  known  in  the  market  They  take 
along  with  them  the  necessary  machinery  for  that  trade,  and  all  sorts  of  agri- 
cultural and  mechanical  implements. 

"  These  eighty-one  persons — twenty-four  adults  and  fifty-seven  children  and 
youths— compose  fourteen  families,  or  rather  households,  for  they  are  all 
related,  and  the  eighty-one  may  be  called  one  family.  They  are  all  in  easy 
circumstances,  some  even  rich,  one  family  being  worth  as  much  as  $50,000. 
They  were  all  land  owners  in  this  State,  and  have  sold  out  their  property  with 
the  intention  of  investing  their  capital  in  Hayti.** — 

Cincinnati  Commercial^  January,  1860. 


THE   COOLIE    TRAFFIC. 


It  may  be  well  to  put  upon  record  one  of  those  extreme  cases  of  hardship 
and  cruelty  which  necessarily  accompany  the  transportation  of  laborers  to  the 
West  Indies,  whether  under  the  name  of  the  slave  trade,  or  coolie  immigration. 
The  China  correspondent  of  the  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce,  of  a  recent 
date,  says :  The  Flora  Temple,  an  English  vessel,  had  made  all  arrangements  to 
secure  a  full  cargo  of  coolies.  They  were  cheated,  inveigled,  or  stolen,  and  either 
taken  directly  to  the  ship  or  else  confined  in  the  barracoons  in  Macao  till  the 
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ship  was  ready  to  sail  for  Havanna — the  crew  numbering  fifty,  and  4ho  coolies 
eight  hundred  and  fifty.  The  vessel  sailed  October  8,  1859,  when  the  coolies 
soon  learned  their  destiny,  and  resolved  to  avert  it  at  all  hazards.  On  the 
morning  of  the  11th,  without  weapons  of  any  kind,  they  rushed  upon  the  guard 
and  killed  him.  The  noise  brought  the  captain  and  his  brother  on  deck,  fully 
anned  with  revolvers,  who  by  rapid  firing  and  resolutely  pressing  forward,  drove 
the  miserable  wretches  below  ;  where,  without  light  and  air,  they  were  locked 
and  barred  like  felons,  in  a  space  too  limited  to  permit  their  living  during  the 
loDg  voyage  before  them.  Think  of  eight  hundred  and  fifty  human  beings  all 
full  grown  men,  pressed  into  this  contracted,  rayless,  airless  dungeon,  in  which 
they  were  to  be  deported  from  China  to  Havana^  all  the  long  way  over  the 
China  sea,  the  Indian  ocean,  and  the  Atlantic !  * 

On  the  14th,  the  vessel  struck  upon  an  unknown  reef,  a  gale  of  wind  in  the 
meantime  blowing,  and  the  sea  running  high.  Every  effort  was  made  to  save 
the  ship  by  the  officers  and  crew  ;  the  poor  coolies,  battened  down  beneath  the 
decks,  being  allowed  no  chance  to  aid  in  saving  the  ship  or  themselves.  Al- 
though the  yards  were  "  braced  around  "  and  the  ship  "  hove  aback,"  she  struck 
first  slightly,  and  then  soon  after  several  times  with  a  tremendous  crash,  the 
breakers  running  alongside  very  high.  Pieces  of  her  timbers  and  planking 
floated  up  on  her  port  side,  and  after  some  more  heavy  thumps  she  remained 
apparently  immovable.  The  water  rapidly  increased  in  the  hold  till  it  reached 
the  **  between-decks,''  where  the  eight  hundred  and  fifty  coolies  were  confined. 

While  this  was  going  on,  indeed,  almost  immediately  after  the  ship  first 
struck,  the  officers  and  crew  very  naturally  became  afraid  of  the  coolies  for  the 
treatment  they  had  received,  and  the  captain  ordered  the  boats  to  be  lowered, 
not  to  save  the  coolies  in  whole  or  in  part,  but  to  preserve  himself  and  crew. 
These  boats,  even  under  favorable  circumstances,  were  not  more  than  sufficient 
for  the  officers  and  crew,  showing  that  no  provision  had  been  made  for  the  poor 
coolies  in  case  of  disaster.  The  boats  passed  safely  through  the  breakers, 
leaving  the  ship  almost  without  motion,  all  her  masts  standing,  her  back  broken, 
and  the  sea  making  a  clear  break  over  her  starboard  and  quarter. 

When  the  boats  left  the  ship,  and  steered  away,  without  making  an  effort  to 
save  the  eight  hundred  and  fifty  coolies,  or  allowing  them  to  do  any  thing 
themselves,  with  their  last  look  toward  the  ship  they  saw  that  the  coolies  had 
escaped  from  their  prison  through  doors  which  the  concussion  had  made  for 
them,  and  stood  clustering  together,  helpless  and  despairing,  upon  the  decks, 
and  gazing  upon  the  abyss  which  was  opening  its  jaws  to  receive  them.  My 
friend  assures  me  that  he  knows  these  poor  creatures  were  completely  im- 
prisoned all  the  night  these  terrible  occurences  were  going  on,  the  hatches 
being  **  battened  down,"  and  made  as  secure  as  a  jail  door  under  lock  and  bars. 

The  ship  was  three  hundred  miles  from  land  when  it  struck,  and  after  four- 
teen days  of  toil  and  -  struggle,  one  of  the  boats  only  succeeded  in  reaching 
Towron,  in  CJochin-China.  The  three  other  boats  were  never  heard  of.  Here 
the  French  fleet  was  lying ;  and  the  admiral  at  once  sent  one  of  his  vessels  to 
the  fatal  scene  of  the  disaster,  where  some  of  the  wreck  was  to  be  seen ;  but 
not  a  single  coolie  !    Every  one  of  the  eight  hundred  and  fifty  had  perished. 
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TABLE  II. 


TABULAR  STATBl^NT  OP  AORIOULTUKAL  PBODUOTS.  DOMBSTIO  ANIMALS.  BTO.. 
BXPOBTBD  FBOM  THE  UNITED  STATES:  THE  TOTAL  VALUE  OF  PRODUCTS  AND 
ANIMALS  RAISftD  IN  THB  COUNTBT  {  AND  THE  YALUB  OF  THE  PORTION  THERBOF 
LEFT  FOR  HOME  CONSUMPTION  AND  USB.  FOR  THB  TBAB  1853.  See  P»UBt  Offio«  lU- 
port;  AlMtnet of  Ceasvf ;  Rop.  Com.  Nat.,  tlo. 


Cattle,  and  their  jntxlactB,  - 
Horses  and  Mules,      ... 
Sheep  and  Wool,        -        -        - 
Hogs  and  their  products,     - 
Inoian  Com  ana  Meal, 
Wheat  Flour  and  Biscuit^   - 
Rye  Meal,  -        -        -        -        . 
Other  Grains,  and  Paas  and  BeanB, 
Potatoes,     -       -       -       .       - 
Apples,       -        -        .        -       , 
Hay,  averaged  at  $10  per  ton,     - 
Hemp,        -        -        -        -        - 
Sugar — Cane  and  maple,  etc,     - 
Rice,  ------ 

Totals, 

Cotton,       -       .       -       .       - 
Tohacoo,  and  its  jntxluctSy  - 

Totals,         -       -       -       - 


Yaluo  of 
Bzporto. 


$3,076,897 

246,731 

44,375 

6,202,324 

2,084,051 

19,591,817 

34,186 

165,824 

152,569 

107,283 

18,195 

427,216 

1,657,658 


$33,809,126 


$109,456,404 
11,319,319 


$120,775,723 


Totol  ValtM  of  Pro- 
daoM  and  Animala. 


Catt    $400,000,000 

300,000,000 

Sheep,     46,000,000 

Hogs,     160,000,000 

Com,     240,000,000 

Wheat,  100,000,000 

Rye,         12,600,000 

54,144,874 

42,400,000 

(1850)       7,723.326 

(1850)138,385,790 

4,272,500 

(1850)     36,900,000 

8,750,000 


$1,551,176,490 


$128,000,000 
19,900,000 


$147,900,000 


Yalue  of  portion 
left  for  homo 
oontumptioB. 

$396,923,103 

299,753,269 

45,955,625 

153,797,676 

237,915,949 

80,408,183 

12,565,814 

53,979.050 

42,247.431 

7,616.043 

138,385,790 

4,254,305 

36,472,784 

7,092,342 


$1,517,367,364 


$18,543,596 
8,580,681 

$27,124,277 


NoTB. — This  table  is  left  as  it  was  in  the  first  edition.    As  the  census  tables  supply  a 
portion  of  its  materialSi  a  new  statement  cannot  be  made  until  after  1860. 


TABLE  III. 


TOTAL  IMPORTS  OF  THB  MORE  PROMINENT  ARTICLES  OF  GROCERIES.  FOR  THB  YEAR 
ENDING  JUNE  80.  18S3;  SPEOIFTING  ALSO.  THB  RB-EXPORTS.  AND  THE  PROPOR- 
TIONS FROM  SLAYB-LABOR  COUNTRIES.    Seo  Report  on  Commeroe  and  NaTi«aUoB. 


Coffee,  Imported,  -       -       -       . 

>-fizported,     -        -        - 

Slave-Labor  prodnctioDi    - 


u 
u 


Re- 


Molasses,  Lmported 
i-Expoi 
Slare-Labor  production. 


a 
it 


Re- 


productioDy 
rted, 


Tobacco,  etc.,  Imported,        -       -       - 
^  Re-Exported,  -       -       - 

"  Slaye-Labor  production,  - 


Value,   $15,525,954 

1,163,875 

12,059,476 

$15,093,003 

819,439 

14,810,091 

$3,684,888 

97,880 

.  3,607,160 

$4,175,238 

312,733 

3,674,402 


lbs. 
u 


u 
a 
u 


199,049,823 

13,349,319 

156,108,569 

464,427,281 

18.981,601 

459,743.322 


gals.   31,886,100 
«  488,666 

«       31,325,735 


KoTB.— A  part  of  the  modifications  necessary  in  this  table  to  adopt  it  to  1859,  can  be  in- 
femd  finom  some  of  the  tables  which  fbllow. 
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XNTLUENCE  OP  THE  COLORED  POPULATION  ON  PUBLIC  SENTIHBMT. 

T.1BLK  SlIOHTSU  TUB  PnOPORTFON  OK  TilE  PRBB  OOLORED  POPULATION  I3f  THB 
SOBTliERN  AND  SOFTHKHS  PURTIOSa  OP  IHH  BTATB  OP  OHIO.  BY  CflFStlBS,  Aft 
PHas8S-fKf)  BT  Tub  cBssi'S  oV  ts*i  ^KDiSn.  TOOBTHBK  WITH  the  POPrLA* 
TB,  aoN.  S.  p.  OHASB,  AT  TBI 


SPITTUBBN  CODNTIF*. 


NORTHBES  OOL'NIIFS. 


Huniltoo, 

Clermonl:, 


iCKbluid, 
ClinfaiD,- 

Preble,   - 

Monlgomerj, 
Omne,  - 
FmyrtW, - 
Rom,      ■ 

nduwBT, 
Fkirfictd, 
Pen7,  - 
Athnu,  - 
Wuhinglen, 


VvUirue, 
Slielb<r,  - 


M,e!4   :i,7t3ll!.9l. 
•  Not  orBKiiiied  in  IStO. 


ibaU, 


ra: 


Allen,    - 
Wfuvlolt, 

Cr»wford, 


Morroir,- 
Muion,  - 

Mere*?,  - 
AoglAiis, 

Total,  North,  I    1,450 


3,S24 173,877     S»,3W 


s™ 

H,ll! 

2,bai 

!(,:(« 

[.will 

],0B) 

It,.-..'.:; 

I,1M 

!.!» 

MTl 
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TABLB  Til. 


STITUISNT  OP  TBI  TALDB  OP  OOTTOM  HADDFlOTCKn.  OP  POXBIOH  P) 

WBICR  WBRB  IMPORTED  INTO  THB  UNITED  BTATBS;  AND  TBB  TALUm  OP  THB 
COTTOS  GOODS  II  AKCPAOTORBD  IN  TBI  UVITKD  STATBa,  AHDRXPOBTRD,  DVBtKO 
TBB  TEARS  STATED-TBR  TKAR  BNDINO  JUltB  ». 


,^ 

'-A^'- 

'"'^^^• 

TliM. 

'•"^^" 

I»™.«, 

1S40.  -    -    - 

1850.  -    -    - 

t4.73  4.421 

11,7M.03B 

8,122.549 

22,104,442 

18U,  -    -    - 

9,578,515 

3,»T0,«90 

1853.  -    -    - 

19,889,498 

7,872,151 

1843.  -    -    - 

1853.  -    -    - 

37,731 

113 

8,768,891 

13,883,382 

V2T,928 
3;54S,181 

5,857.181 

ia4«.  -   -   - 

13,530,825 

1B5S.  -    -    - 

m 

fl,987,SDB 

1M7.  -    -    - 

15,193,876 

i,oaz,5» 

1857.  -    -    - 

ssfiat 

7U 

8.115,177 

1M».  -    -    - 

lVa4,81l 

*,9S3,I29 

14U 

Kon.  Of  the  goods  imported,  ■  put  mre  re-ciported,  and  the  reBuioder  ni  uaad  in 
the  United  Stetea.  The  n-eiporta  stood  u  Ibltows,  begicDuiK  witli  1840  :~tl,ia3,4S9— 
(929,058— (838,893— $311,010  —  $4H84e-«S02,553  —  8873,303  —•188,135-  •1,218,173— 
•571,083— •13T,107--«877,91O—«»77,03O-«l,251,3«3— 81,188,171)— •3,013,G54—<1,5S0,495 
-4570,802— •390,988.— Coninu  Stport  on  Fiaaneet, 


iM  TO  i«a.  ntomaiTR-THK  tear  bnd 

WO  DBC 

BBBBRtl. 

TUM. 

B-™. 

c.»»™.. 

luu. 

Bkbtm.. 

ISW.- 

1*51.. 
1S53. - 
1853.- 

1851.- 

Ita.  152,580,310 
318,013.870 

305,542.855 
193,112,300 
182,173363 

lbs.  134,539,738 

181,325.700 
204,991,595 
175,887,790 
179.481,083 

I8SS.. 

1858.- 
hibl.  - 
1858.- 

Ita.  283,21  VSS 
230,913,150 
317.871,839 
227,858,180 

lb«.  210,378,287 
218,235,190 
172,585,934 
351,255,099 

Kmr.  The  Kew  Torfc  Skipping  and  GMmtrdal  Liit,  to  orhieh  WB  an  indebted  for  the« 
•tatenMnta,  uja,  Ibit  it  iocludrs  the  qiuntitj  irithdnwii  rrom  our  markets,  sod  rorwarded 
iBland  to  Canada  and  the  British  Praviaccs ;  the  amount  of  which  is  not  aacertuned,  bnl 
will  B0(  Tarj  greUlj  tram  2,230,000  Ibi;,  Tor  the  laat  Jttx. 
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BIATEMBST  BXnIBITIXO  THB  VALCE  0 
OF  BBltJbBTt-FFS  aMCi  PROVh-I(i:<Si 
POHTRD.  WITH  THE  AVKtAOE  COST.  1 


E  UMTBD  STATBS. 


in'lvhisemonths. 


BKuiwirmuB 

c™.. 

C-m  «  !h 

Toium  JSn- 

P.r«-. 

T..r.. 

1821 

S12.341.yOI 

124,803,405 

$20,157,484 

16.2 

$5,048,962 

J82-J 

13.Sai}.B56 

1  H,(175,0;i5 

24,l.i3r),OoH 

10.6 

6,222,838 

1823 

13,767,847 

173,723,271 

20,445,520 

11.8 

6,282.672 

ISM 

15,03i),484 

142,369,66^ 

21,947,401 

15.4 

4,85J,5GG 

18S 

11,(134,449 

170,449,907 

36,840,040 

20.9 

6,115,623 

1H2G 

11,303,496 

204,635,415 

26,025.214 

12.2 

5.347,208 

1B27 

11,086,536 

294^310,115 

29,359,545 

10 

6.577,123 

1328 

11,401,144 

210.580,463 

22,487,229 

10.7 

5,269,900 

182il 

13.131 ,858 

264,837,186 

26,575,311 

10 

4,982,974 

1830 

12,075.430 

298,459,102 

^9,674,883 

9.9 

5,586,365 

18.11 

17,538,227 

270,979,784 

25,289,492 

9.1 

4,892.388 

1832 

12,424,703 

322,215.122 

31,724,082 

9.8 

6.999,769 

1833 

14,209  l-'S 

324.698  004 

36,191.105 

11.1 

6,755.968 

1834 

11     4     4 

84    17  H 

4!J,448,4f>2 

12.8 

0,695.305 

1835 

13009  39'» 

W    3  8  99 

04,961.302 

16.8 

8,250.577 

188G 

loeuijo 

4  Jt  131 

71,284,925 

16.8 

10,058,040 

1837 

9  588 

4+4    11  oT 

63,240,102 

14.2 

6,796,047 

1838 

9b  fi050 

505  9o'>    97 

61,566.811 

10.3 

7,392,029 

1839 

14,147  77J 

4      0^4    1 

81,238,982 

14.8 

9,832,943 

18+0 

IJ 

03,870,307 

8.5 

i),e8.S,957 

1841 

1 

54,330.341 

10,2 

12,576,703 

1842 

1 

47,593,464 

8.1 

9,540,755 

1843 

1 

49,119,806 

6.2 

4,650,979 

1844 

1 

54.063,501 

8.1 

8,397.255 

1845 

16  74d4 

51,739,64.'J 

5.92 

7,469,819 

1846 

"        11^1 

54   D!>8      5 

42,767,341 

7.81 

8,478,270 

1847 

68     19n 

6     219  958 

53.415,848 

10.34 

7,242,086 

184a 

37  473   51 

814,^74,431 

61,998,294 

7.61 

7,551,122 

1849 

d8,lo5,50, 

1,0JG,602,J1.9 

66,396,967 

6.4 

5,804,207 

1850 

26,051,373 

635,381,004 

71,984,616 

11.3 

9,951,023 

1851 

21,948,651 

927,237,169 

112,315,317 

12.11 

9,219,251 

1853 

25,857,027 

1,093230,639 

87,965,732 

8.05 

10,031,283 

1853 

32,985,322 

1.111,570,370 

109.456,404 

9.85 

11,319,319 

1854 

65,941,323 

987,833,106 

93,690,220 

9. 47 

10,010.046 

1855 

38,895,346 

1,008,424,601 

88,143,844 

8.T4 

14,712,488 

1853 

77,187,.301 

1,351,431,701 

128,382,351 

9.49 

12,221,843 

1857 

74,667,852 

1,048,282,475 

131,675,859 

12.55 

20,002,772 

1858 

50,683,285 

l,118,62i012 

131,386,601 

11.70 

17,009,707 

1859 

38,171,88] 

1,372,755,006 

161,43i923 

11.75 

21,074,038 

$961,643,255 

23,3G6,357,434 

J2,383,027,S36 

$339,274,520 

uriclurcd  Inbiicci^  s 


TCBt,  (14,499.408 ;  collon  piece  eoods.  nun 
iB(ilheriirtides,$31,5Te,00e.  Thevalueol 
in  1859,  and  included  ii>  the  Isst  Item,  irns  orer  13,334.401 


f 


APPENDIX.— TABLE    IX. 


TABLE   IX. 


263 


STITBMBNT  EXHIBITING  THE  VALUE  OF  FOREIGN  GOODS  IHPORTBO  AND  TAKEN 
FOB  OONSUHPTION.  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  ;  THE  VALUE  OF  DOMESTIO  PRODUOB 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  EXPOBTED,  BXOLUSIYE  OF  SPECIE  ;  THE  YALUB  OF  SPE- 
CIE AND  BULLION  IMPORTED.  AND  THE  VALUE  OF  SPECIE  AND  BULLION  EX- 
POBTBD.  FBOM  1821  TO  1859  INCLUSIVE :  THE  TEAB  FBOM  18U  TO  1842  ENDING  SEP- 
TEMBER 30.  AND  FBOM  1844  TO  1899  ENDING  JUNE  3Q.— THE  YEAR  1843  INCLUDING 
ONLY  NINE  MONTHS. 


DOORTB  KNTKRED  FOR 

DoMCBTic  Produce  Kx 

1 

SneciB  AXD  Bdluon. 

Ymamm. 

ComUXPTION,  EXCLC- 

PORTED,  RXCLDSIVX  Or 

0IVK  Or  onBCIK. 

DPBCuB. 

Imfortcd. 

EXPORTKD. 

1821 

$43,696,405 

$43,671,894 

$8,064,890 

$10,477,969 

1822 

68,367,425 

49,874,079 

3,369,846 

10,810,180 

1823 

51,308,936 

47,155,408 

5,097,896 

6,372,987 

1824 

53.846,567 

50,649,500 

8,379,835 

7,014,552 

1825 

66,375,722 

66,944,745 

6,150,765 

8,787,659 

1826 

57,652,577 

52,449,855 

6,880,966 

4^704,533 

1827 

54,901,108 

57,878,117 

8,151,130 

8,014,880 

1828 

66,975,475 

49,976,632 

7,489,741 

8,243,4/6 

1829 

64,741,571 

65,087,307 

7,403,612 

4,924,020 

1830 

49,575,009 

58,524,878 

8,155,964 

2,178,773 

1831 

82,808,110 

59,218,583 

7,305,945 

9,014,931 

1832 

75,327,688 

61,726,529 

5,907,504 

5,656,340 

1833 

83,470,067 

69,950,856 

7,070,368 

2,611,701 

1834 

86,973,147 

80,623,662 

17,911,632 

2,076,758 

1835 

122,007,974 

100,459,481 

13,131,447 

6,477,775 

1836 

158,811,392 

106,570,942 

13,400,881 

4,324,336 

1837 

113,310,571 

94,280,895 

10,516,414 

5,976,249 

1838 

86,552,598 

95,560,880 

17,747,116 

3,508,046 

1839 

145,870,816 

101,625,533 

8,595,176 

8,776,743 

1840 

86,250,335 

111,660,561 

8,882,813 

8,417,014 

1841 

114,776,309 

103,636,236 

4,988,633 

10,034,332 

1842 

87,996,318 

91,798,242 

4,087,016 

4,813,539 

1843 

37,294,129 

77,686,354 

22,390,559 

1,520,791 

1844 

96,390,548 

99,531,774 

6,830,429 

5,454,214 

1845 

105,599,541 

98,455,330 

4,070,242 

8,606,495 

1846 

110,048,859 

101,718,042 

3,777,732 

3,905,268 

1847 

116,257,595 

150,574,844 

24,121,289 

1,907,024 

1848 

140,651,902 

130,203,709 

6,360,224 

15,841,616 

1849 

132,565,168 

131,710,081 

6,651,240 

5,404,648 

1850 

164,032,033 

134,900,233 

4,628,792 

7,522,994 

1851 

200,476,219 

178,620,138 

5,453,592 

29,472,752 

1852 

195,072,695 

154,931,147 

6,505,044 

42,674,135 

1853 

251,071,358 

189,869,162 

4,201,382 

27,486,876 

1854 

275,955,893 

215,156,304 

6,958,184 

41,436,456 

1855 

231,650,340 

192,751,135 

3,659,812 

56,247,343 

1856 

295,650,938 

266,438,051 

4,207,632 

45,745,485 

1857 

333,511,295 

278,906,713 

12,461,799 

69,136,922 

1858 

242,678,413 

251,351,033 

19,274,496 

52,633,147 

1859 

324,258,169 

278,392,080 

7,434,789 

63,887,411 

$5,064,761,199 

$4,540,620,946 

$332,476,827 

$522,100,369 

NoTX.  There  is  usually  re-exported  from  twenty  to  thirty  million  dollars  worth  of  the  for- 
eign articles  imported.  In  1859  the  re-exports  were  to  the  value  of  $14,509,971 ;  in  1858 
they  were  $30,88«,142 ;  in  1857  they  were  $23,975,617 ;  and  in  1856,  but  $16,378,578.  By  add- 
ing the  re-ejcports  to  the  import*  entered  for  consumption,  the  product  will  show  the  whole 
amount  of  the  imports.  The  above  figures  are  from  the  Congressional  Report  on  Finances, 
1867-8y  and  the  Report  on  Commerce  and  Navigation,  1859. 
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STATEMENT  SHOWIXO  THE  AMOUNT  OF  OANB  SUGAR  CONSUMED  IN  THE  UNITED 
STATES,  ANNUALLY.  WITU  THE  PBOPOKTIONS  TilAT  ARE  DOMESTIO  OR  FORBlON. 
DURINO  THE  YEARS  STATED-THE  YEAR  ENDING  DBOEMBER  31. 


Years. 

FOBKIGN. 

Domestic. 

Total. 

1850. 

lbs.  319,420,800 

lbs.  283,183,040 

lbs.  603,603.840 

1851. 

406,530,880 

240,661,120 

646,206,400 

1852. 

440,289,920 

265,796.160 

706,086,080 

1853. 

449.366,400 

386,128.960 

835,495,360 

1854. 

337,912,960 

522,954,560 

863,067,520 

1855. 

431,432,960 

304,731,520 

846,164,480 

1856. 

594,254.080 

276,568,320 

848,422,400 

1857. 

541,553,600 

87,360,000 

628,913,600 

1858. 

548,257,920 

310,740,160 

870,222,080 

statement  showing  THB  amount,  in  gallons,  of  molasses  CONSUMED  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES.  ANNUALLY.  WITH  THE  PROPORTIONS  WHICH  ARE  FOREIGN  OR 
DOMESTIC.  DURING  THE  YEARS  STATED-THE  YEAR  ENDING  DECEMBER  91. 


Years. 

Foreign. 

Domestic. 

Total. 

1850. 

Gals.  24.806,949 

Gals.  12,202,300 

Gals.  37,019,249 

1851. 

33,238,278 

10,709,740 

43,948,018 

1852. 

29,417,511 

18.840,000 

48,258,511 

1853. 

28,576,821 

26,930,000 

55.536,821 

1854. 

24.437,019 

32,053,000 

56,493,019 

1855. 

23,533,423 

24,251.207 

47,266,085 

1856. 

23,014,878 

16,584,000 

39,608,878 

1857. 

23,266,404 

5,242,380 

28,508,784 

1858. 

24,795,374 

20,373,790 

45,169,164 

Note.  The  above  table  is  taken  ftom  the  Shipping  cmd  Commercial  List,  and  New  Tork 
Price  Current^  January  22, 1859.  The  sources  of  supply  are  the  same  as  when  the  first 
edition  went  to  press,  and  the  proportions  fVtnn  slave  labor  and  fVee  labor  countries,  re- 
spectiTclj,  has  undergone  very  little  change.  The  year  ends  December  31st,  while  the  Con- 
gressional fiscal  year  ends  June  30th. 

The  Yulue  of  imports  of  Sugar,  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1858,  from  a  few  principal 
countries,  stood  thus :  Cuba,  $15,555,409 ;  F6rto  Rico,  $3,584,503 ;  British  West  Indies, 
$386,546;  British  Guiana,  $255,481 ;  British  Honduras,  $26;  Hayti,  $851;  San  Domingo, 
$6,529. 
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TABLE  XII. 


SUMMARY  STATEMENT  OF  THE  VALUE  OF  EXPORTS  OF  THE  GROWTH.  PRODUCE.  AND 
MANUFACTURE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES.  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDINO  JUNE  30.  1881; 
THE  PRODUCTIONS  OF  THE  NORTH  AND  OF  THE  SOUTH.  RESPECTIVELY.  BBINO 
PLACED  IN  OPPOSITE  COLUMNS  ;  AND  THE  ARTICLES  OF  A  MIXED  ORIGIN  BEING 
STATED  SEPARATELY.— 5<por(  on  Com,  and  JTav,,  18SB. 


EXPORTS  OF  THfc  NORTH. 

PRODUCT  OF  THE  FOREST. 

Wood  and  its  products,  -  $7,829,666 
Ashes,  pot  and  pearl,    -    -       643,861 

Ginseng, 54,204 

Skins  and  furs,   ....     1,361,352 

PRODUCT  OF  AGRICULTURE. 

Animals  and  their  products,  15,262,769 
Wheat  and  wheat  flour,  -  15,113,455 
Indian  com  and  meal,  -  -  2,206,396 
Other  grains,  biscuit^  and 

vegetables,  ....  2,226,585 
Hemp,  and  Glover  seed,  -  546,060 
Flaxseed,  ...-.*  8,177 
Hops, 53,016 


EXPORTS  OF  THE  SOUTH. 


I 


PRODUCT  OF  THE  FOREST. 

Wood  and  its  products,      -  $2,210,884 
Tar  and  pitch     -    -    . 
Rosin  and  turpentine,   • 
Spirits  of  turpentine, 


141,058 

-  2,248,381 

-  1,306,035 


PRODUCT  OF  AORICULTITBE. 


$45,305,541 


Animals  and  their  products, 
Wheat  and  wheat  flour,  - 
Indian  com  and  meal,  -  - 
Biscuit  or  ship  bread,  -  - 
Rice,     ------- 

Cotton, 161,434^923 

Tobacco,  in  leat  -    -    -       21,074,038 
Brown  sugar,      -    -    -  196,'.j;5r> 


287,048 
2,169,328 

110,976 

12,864 

2,207,148 


$193,399,618 


ARTICLES  OF  MIXED  ORIGIN. 


Refined  sugar,  wax,  chocolate,  molasses,              .        -        .        .  $  550,937 

Spirituous  liquors,  ale,  porter,  beer,  cider,  vinegar,  linseed  oil,        -  1,370,787 

Household  furniture,  carriages,  rail-road  cars,  et&         -        -        -  1,722,797 

Hats,  fur,  silk,  palm  leaf)  saddlcij,  trunks,  valises,       -        -        .  317,727 

Tobacco,  manufactured  and  snuf^ 3,402,491 


Chmpowder,  leather,  boots,  shoes,  cables,  cordage, 
Salt,  lead,  iron  and  its  manufiictures, 
Copper  and  brass,  and  manufiictures  o(    - 
Drags  and  medicines,  candles  and  soap, 
Cotton  &brics  of  all  kinds,         .        .        -        - 
Other  products  of  manufiictures  and  mechanics,  - 

Coal  and  ice, 

Products  not  enumerated,  .        -        .        - 

Gh>ld  and  silver,  in  coin  and  bullion,    -        -        . 
Products  of  the  sea,  being  oil,  fish,  whalebone,  etc. 


Add  Northern  exports,. 
Add  Southern  exports, 


Total  exports. 


2,011,931 
5,744,952 
1,048,246 
1,933,973 
8,316,222 
3,852,910 
818,117 
4,132,867 
67,502,305 
4,462,974 

$97,189,226 

45,305,541 

193,399,618 


$335,894,385 


EzFLAMATOBT  NoTS.— Thc  wbole  of  the  exports  fhxn  the  ports  of  Delaware,  Baltiniora, 
and  New  Orleans,  are  placed  in  the  column  of  Northern  exports,  because  there  is  no  means 
of  determining  what  proportion  of  them  were  fhmi  free  or  slave  States,  and  it  has  been 
thought  beat  to  give  this  advantage  to  the  North.  Taking  into  the  account  onlj  the  heavier 
amounts,  the  exports  from  these  ports  foot  up  $11,287,898;  of  which  near  one-half  eon- 
listed  of profisiuns  and  lumber.  The  total  imports  for  the  jear  were  $338,768,130.  Of 
this  $20,895,077  were  re-exported,  which,  added  to  the  domestic  exports,  malms  the  total 
ezporta  $350,789,402,  thus  leaving  a  balance  in  our  fliTar  of  $1^02l4S3. 
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LIBEETY  AND  SLAVERY: 

OB, 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  LIGHT  OF 

MORAL   AND   POLITICAL   PHILOSOPHY, 


••• 


INTRODUCTION. 


This  work  has,  for  the  most  part,  been  thonght  ont  for  several 
years,  and  yarions  portions  of  it  reduced  to  writing.  Though  we 
have  long  cherished  the  design  of  preparing  it  for  the  press,  yet 
other  engagements,  conspiring  with  a  spirit  of  procrastination, 
have  hitherto  induced  us  to  defer  the  execution  of  this  design. 
Nor  should  we  have  prosecuted  it,  as  we  have  done,  during 
a  large  portion  of  our  last  summer  vacation,  and  the  leisure 
moments  of  the  first  two  months  of  the  present  session  of  the 
University,  but  for  the  solicitation  of  two  intelligent  and  highly* 
esteemed  friends.  In  submitting  the  work,  as  it  now  is,  to 
the  judgment  of  the  truth-loving  and  impartial  reader,  we  beg 
leave  to  offer  one  or  two  preliminary  remarks. 

We  have  deemed  it  wise  and  proper  to  notice  only  the  more 
decent,  respectable,  and  celebrated  among  the  abolitionists  of 
the  North.  Those  scurrilous  writers,  who  deal  in  wholesale  abuse 
of  Southern  character,  we  have  deemed  unworthy  of  notice. 
Their  writings  are,  no  doubt,  adapted  to  the  taste  of  their  readers ; 
but  as  it  is  certain  that  no  educated  gentleman  will  tolerate  them, 
80  we  would  not  raise  a  finger  to  promote  their  downfall,  nor  to 
arrest  their  course  toward  the  oblivion  which  so  inevitably  awaits 
them. 
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In  replying  to  the  others,  we  are  conscious  that  we' have  often 
used  strong  language ;  for  which,  however,  we  have  no  apology 
to  offer.  We  have  dealt  with  their  arguments  and  positions  rather 
than  with  their  motives  and  characters.  K,  in  pursuing  this 
course,  we  have  often  spoken  strongly,  we  merely  beg  the  reader 
to  consider  whether  we  have  not  also  spoken  justly.  We  have 
certainly  not  spoken  without  provocation.  For  even  these  men — 
the  very  lights  and  ornaments  of  abolitionism — have  seldom  con 
descended  to  argue  the  great  question  of  Liberty  and  Slavery 
with  us  as  with  equals.  On  the  contrary,  they  habitually  address 
us  as  if  nothing  but  a  purblind  ignorance  of  the  very  first  ele- 
ments of  moral  science  could  shield  our  minds  against  the  force 
of  their  irresistible  arguments.  In  the  overflowing  exuberance 
of  their  philanthropy,  they  take  pity  of  our  most  lamentable  moral 
darkness,  and  graciously  condescend  to  teach  us  the  very  ABC 
of  ethical  philosophy!  Hence,  if  we  have  deemed  it  a  duty 
to  lay  bare  their  pompous  inanities,  showing  them  to  be  no  ora- 
cles, and  to  strip  their  pitLftil  sophisms  of  the  guise  of  a  profound 
philosophy,  we  trust  that  no  impartial  reader  will  take  offense  at 
such  vindication  of  the  South  against  her  accusers  and  despisers. 

In  this  vindication,  we  have  been  careful  throughout  to  distin- 
guish between  the  abolitionists,  our  accusers,  and  the  great  body 
of  the  people  of  the  North.  Against  these  we  have  said  nothing, 
and  we  could  say  nothing ;  since  for  these  we  entertain  the  most 
profound  respect.  We  have  only  assailed  those  by  whom  we  have 
been  assailed  ;  and  we  have  held  each  and  every  man  responsible 
only  for  what  he  himself  has  said  and  done.  We  should,  indeed, 
despise  ourselves  if  we  could  be  guilty  of  the  monstrous  injustice 
of  denouncing  a  whole  people  on  account  of  the  sayings  and 
doings  of  a  portion  of  them.  We  had  infinitely  rather  suffer  such 
injustice — as  we  have  so  long  done — than  practice  it  toward 
others. 

We  cannot  flatter  ourselves,  of  course,  that  the  following  work 
is  without  errors.  But  these,  whatever  else  may  be  thought  of 
them,  are  not  the  errors  of  haste  and  inconsideration.  For  if  we 
have  felt  deeply  on  the  subject  here  discussed,  we  have  also 
thought  long,  and  patiently  endeavored  to  guard  our  minds  against 
fallacy.  How  far  this  effort  has  proved  successful,  it  is  the  prov- 
ince of  the  candid  and  impartial  reader  alone  to  decide.  If  our  , 
arguments  and  views  are  unsound,  we  hope  he  will  reject  them. 
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On  the  contrary,  if  they  are  coiTect  and  well-grounded,  we  hope 
be  will  concur  with  us  in  the  conclusion,  that  the,  institution  of 
slavery,  as  it  exists  among  us  at  the  South,  is  founded  in  political 
^  justice,  is  in  accordance  with  the  will  of  God  and  the  designs  of 
his  providence,  and  is  conducive  to  the  highest,  purest,  best  in- 
terests of  mankind. 


CHAPTER  I. 

THB  NATURE  OF  CIVIL  LIBERTY. 

The  commonly-received  definition  of  Civil  Liberty. — Examination  of  the  com- 
monly-received definition  of  Civil  Liberty.  —  No  good  law  ever  limits  or 
abridges  the  Natural  Liberty  of  Mankind. — The  distinction  between  Rights 
and  Liberty. — The  Relation  between  the  State  of  Nature  and  Civil  Society.-* 
Inherent  and  Inalienable  Rights. — Conclusion  of  the  First  Chapter. 

Few  subjects,  if  any,  more  forcibly  demand  our  attention,  by 

their  intrinsic  grandeur  and  importance,  than  the  great  doctrine 

of  human  liberty.    Correct  views  concerning  this  are,  indeed,  so 

intimately  connected  with  the  most  profound  interests,  as  well  as 

with  the  most  exalted  aspirations,  of  the  human  race,  that  any 

material  departure  therefrom  must  be  fraught  with  evil  to  the 

living,  as  well  as  to  millions  yet  unborn.    They  are  so  inseparably 

interwoven  with  all  that  is  great  and  good  and  glorious  in  the 

^lestiny  of  man,  that  whosoever  aims  to  form  or  to  propagate  such 

Mews  should  proceed  with  the  utmost  care,  and,  laying  aside  all 

^prejudice  and  passion,  be  guided  by  the  voice  of  reason  alone. 

Hence  it  is  to  be  regretted — deeply  regretted — that  the  doctrine 
«f  liberty  has  so  often  been  discussed  with  so  little  apparent  care, 
"with  so  little  moral  earnestness,  with  so  little  real  energetic 
searching  and  longing  after  truth.  Though  its  transcendent  im- 
XK>rtance  demands  the  best  exertion  of,  all  our  powers,  yet  has  it 
l)een,  for  the  most  part,  a  theme  for  passionate  declamation, 
^mther  than  of  severe  analysis  or  of  protracted  and  patient  inves- 
tigation. In  the  warm  praises  of  the  philosopher,  no  less  than  in 
t^e  glowing  inspirations  of  the  poet,  it  often  stands  before  us  as  a 
18 
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vague  and  ill-defined  something  which  all  men  are  required  to 
worship,  but  which  no  man  is  .];)ound  to  understand.  It  would 
seem,  indeed,  as  if  it  were  a  mighty  something  not  to  be  clearly 
seen,  but  ouly  to  be  deeply  felt.  And  felt  it  has  been,  too,  by  the  0 
ignorant  as  well  as  by  the  learned,  by  the  simple  as  well  as  by 
the  wise :  felt  as  a  fire  in  the  blood,  as  a  fever  in  the  brain,  and 
as  a  phantom  in  the  imagination,  rather  than  as  a  form  of  light 
and  beauty  in  the  intelligence.  How  often  have  the  powers  of 
darkness  surrounded  its  throne,  and  desolation  marked  its  path  I 
How  often  irom  the  altars  of  this  unknown  idol  has  the  blood  of  . 
human  victims  streamed  I  Even  here,  in  this  glorious  land  of 
ours,  how  often  do  the  too-rdigious  Americans  seem  to  become 
deaf  to  the  most  appalling  lessons  of  the  past,  while  engaged  in 
the  frantic  worship  of  this  their  tutelary  deity  I  At  this  very 
moment,  the  highly  fevered  land  in  which  we  live  is  convulsed 
from  its  centre  to  its  circumference,  by  the  agitations  of  these 
pious  devotees  of  freedom ;  and  how  long  ere  scenes  like  those 
which  called  forth  the  celebrated  exclamation  of  Madame  Eolaud 
— "O  Liberty,  what  crimes  are  perpetrated  in  thy  name ! "  may 
be  enacted  among  us,  it  is  not  possible  for  human  sagacity  or 
foresight  to  determine. 

If  no  one  would  talk  about  liberty  except  those  who  had  taken 
the  pains  to  understand  it,  then  would  a  perfect  calm  be  restored, 
and  peace  once  more  bless  a  happy  people.  But  there  are  so  many 
who  imagine  they  understand  liberty  as  Falstaff  knew  the  true 
prince,  namely,  by  instinct,  that  all  hope  of  such  a  consummation 
must  be  deferred  until  it  ihay  be  shown  that  their  instinct  is  a 
blind  guide,  and  its  oracles  are  false.  Hence  the  necessity  of  a 
dose  study  and  of  a  clear  analysis  of  the  nature  and  conditions 
of  civil  liberty,  in  order  to  a  distinct  delineation  of  the  great  idol, 
which  all  men  are  so  ready  to  worship,  but  which  so  few  are 
willing  to  take  the  pains  to  understand.  In  the  prosecution  of 
such  an  inquiry,  we  intend  to  consult  neither  the  pecuniary  in- 
terests of  the  South  nor  the  prejudices'  of  the  North ;  but  calmly 
and  immovably  proceed  to  discuss,  upon  purely  scientific  prin- 
ciples, this  great  problem  jof  our  social  existence  and  national 
prosperity,  upon  the  solution  of  which  the  hopes  and  destinies  of 
mankind  in  no  inconsiderable  measure  depend.  We  intend  no 
appeal  to  passion  or  to  sordid  interest,  but  only  to  the  reason  of 
the  wise  and  good.    And  if  justice,  or  mercy,  or  truth,  be  found 


NATURE   OF    CIVIL  LIBERTY.  275 

at  war  with  the  institution  of  slavery,  then,  in  the  name  of  God, 
let  slavery  perish.  But  however  guilty,  still  let  it  be  tided,  con- 
demned, and  executed  according  to  law,  and  not  extinguished  by 
a  despotic  and  lawless  power  more  terrific  than  itself. 

§  I.     The  eommofUy'received  definition  of  civil  liberty. 

"Civil  liberty,"  says  Blackstone,  "is  no  other  than  natural 
liberty  so  far  restrained  as  is  necessary  and  expedient  for  the 
general  advantage."  This  definition  seems  to  have  been  borrowed 
from  Locke,  who  says  that,  when  a  man  enters  into  civil  society, 
"  he  is  to  part  with  so  much  of  his  natural  liberty^  in  providing 
for  himself,  as  the  good,  prosperity,  and  safety  of  the  society  shall 
require."  So,  likewise,  say  Paley,  Berlamaqui,  Rutherforth,  and 
a  host  of  others.  Indeed,  among  jurists  and  philosophera,  such 
seems  to  be  the  commonly-received  definition  of  civil  liberty.  It 
seems  to  have  become  a  political  maxim  that  civil  liberty  is  no 
other  than  a  certain  portion  of  our  natural  liberty,  which  has  been 
carved  therefrom,  and  secured  to  us  by  the  protection  of  the  laws. 

But  is  this  a  sound  maxim  ?  Has  it  been  deduced  from  the  na- 
ture of  things,  or  is  it  merely  a  plausible  show  of  words  ?  Is  it 
truth — solid  and  imperishable  truth— or  merely  one  of  those  fair 
semblances  of  truth,  which,  through  the  too  hasty  sanction  of 
great  names,  have  obtained  a  currency  among  men?  The  ques- 
tion is  not  what  Blackstone,  or  Locke,  or  Paley  may  have  thought, 
but  what  is  truth  ?  Let  us  examine  this  point,  then,  in  oi*der  that 
our  decision  may  be  founded,  not  upon  the  authority  of  man,  but, 
if  possible,  in  the  wisdom  of  Ood. 

§  n.  Examination  of  the  commonly-reoeived  definition  of 
civil  liberty. 

Before  we  can  determine  whether  such  be  the  origin  of  civil 
liberty,  we  must  first  ascertain  the  character  of  that  natural  lib- 
erty out  of  which  it  is  supposed  to  be  reserved.  What,  then,  is 
natural  liberty?  What  is  the  nature  of  the  material  out  of  which 
our  civil  liberty  is  supposed  to  be  fashioned  by  the  art  of  the  polit- 
ical sculptor?  It  is  thus  defined  by  Locke :  "l?o  understand  po- 
litical power  right,  and  derive  it  from  its  original,  we  must  con- 
sider what  state  all  men  are  naturally  in ;  and  that  is  a  state  of 
perfect  freedom  to  order  their  actions  and  dispose  of  their  posses- 
sions and  persons  as  they  think  fit,  within  the  bounds  of  the  law 
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of  nature^  without  asking  leave  or  depending  upon  the  will  of 
any  other  man."*  In  perfect  accordance  with  this  definition, 
Blackstone  says :  ^^  Tiiis  natural  liberty  consists  in  a  power  of  act- 
ing as  one  thinks  fit,  without  any  restraint  or  control,  unless  by 
the  laws  of  nature,  being  a  right  inherent  in  us  by  birth,  and  one 
of  the  gifts  of  Ood  to  man  at  his  creation,  when  he  endowed  him 
with  the  faculty  of  iree-will."  Such,  according  to  Locke  and 
Blackstone,  is  that  natural  liberty,  which  is  limited  and  abridged, 
as  they  suppose,  when  we  enter  into  the  bonds  of  civil  society. 

Now  mark  its  features :  it  is  the  gift  of  God  to  man  at  his  crea- 
tion ;  the  very  top  and  flower  of  his  existence ;  that  by  which  he 
is  distinguished  from  the  lower  animals  and  raised  to  the  rank  of 
moral  and  accountable  beings.  Shall  we  sacrifice  this  divine  gift, 
then,  in  order  to  secure  the  blessings  of  civil  society  ?  Shall  we 
abridge  or  mutilate  the  image  of  God,  stamped  upon  the  soul  at 
its  creation,  by  which  we  are  capable  of  knowing  and  obeying  his 
law,  in  order  to  secure  the  aid  and  protection  of  man  ?  Shall  we 
barter  away  any  portion  of  this  our  glorious  birthright  for  any 
poor  boon  of  man's  devising?  Yes,  we  are  told — ^and  why  ?  Be- 
cause, says  Blackstone,  ^^  Legal  obedience  and  conformity  is  infin- 
itely more  valuable  than  the  wild  and  savage  liberty  which  is 
sacrificed  to  obtain  it.^^ 

But  how  is  this  ?  Now  this  natural  liberty  is  a  thing  of  light, 
and  now  it  is  a  power  of  darkness.  Now  it  is  the  gift  of  God, 
that  moves  within  a  sphere  of  light,  and  breathes  an  atmosphere 
of  love  ;  and  anon,  it  is  a  wild  and  savage  thing  that  carries  ter- 
ror in  its  train.  It  would  be  an  angel  of  light,  if  it  were  not  a 
power  of  darkness ;  and  it  would  be  a  power  of  darkness,  if  it 
were  not  an  angel  of  light.  But  as  it  is,  it  is  both  by  turns,  and 
neither  long,  but  runs  through  its  Protean  changes,  according  to 
the  exigencies  of  the  flowing  discourse  of  the  learned  author. 
Surely  such  inconsistency,  so  glaring  and  so  portentous,  and  all 
exhibited  on  one  and  the  same  page,  is  no  evidence  that  the 
genius  of  the  great  commentator  was  as  steady  and  profound 
as  it  was  elegant  and  classical. 

The  source  of  tRis  vacillation  is  obvious.  With  Locke,  he  de- 
fines natural  liberty  to  be  a  power  of  acting  as  one  thinks  fit, 
within  the  limits  prescribed  by  the  law  of  nature  ;  but  he  soon 

^  *  Locke  on  Civil  Gtovemment^  chap.  iL 
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loses  sight  of  this  all-important  limitation,  from  which  natural 
liberty  derives  its  form  and  beauty.  Hence  it  becomes  in  his 
mind  a  power  to  act  as  one  pleases,  without  the  restraint  or  con- 
trol of  any  law  whatever,  either  human  or  divine.  The  sovereign 
will  and  pleasure  of  the  individual  becomes  the  only  rule  of  con- 
tluct,  and  lawless  anarchy  the  condition  which  it  legitimates. 
Thus,  having  loosed  the  bonds  and  marred  the  beauty  of  natural 
liberty,  he  was  prepared  to  see  it,  now  become  so  ^'wild  and  sav- 
age," offered  up  as  a  sacrifice  on  the  altar  of  civil  liberty. 

This,  too,  was  the  great  fundamental  eiTor  of  Hobbes.  What 
Blackstone  thus  did  through  inadvertency,  was  knowingly  and 
designedly  done  by  the  philosopher  of  Malmesbury.  In  a  state 
of  nature,  says  he,  all  men  have  a  right  to  do  as  they  please. 
Each  individual  may  set  up  a  right  to  all  things,  and  consequently 
to  the  same  things.  In  other  words,  in  such  a  state  there  is  no 
law,  exept  that  of  force.  The  strong  arm  of  power  is  the  supreme 
arbiter  of  all  things.  Robbery  and  outrage  and  murder  are  as 
lawful  as  their  opposites.  That  is  to  say,  there  is  no  such  thing 
as  a  law  of  nature ;  and  consequently  all  things  are,  in  a  state  of 
nature,  equally  allowable.  Thus  it  was  that  Hobbes  delighted  to 
legitimate  the  horrors  of  a  state  of  nature,  as  it  is  called,  in  order 
that  mankind  might,  without  a  feeling  of  indignation*" or  regret, 
see  the  wild  and  ferocious  liberty  of  such  a  state  sacrificed  to  des* 
potic  power.  Thus  it  was  that  he  enAtevoured  to  recommend  the 
^^  Leviathan,"  by  contrasting  it  with  the  huger  monster  called 
Natural  Liberty. 

This  view  of  the  state  of  nature,  by  which  all  law  and  the 
great  Fountain  of  all  law  are  shut  out  of  the  world,  was  perfectly 
agreeable  to  the  atheistical  philosophy  of  Hobbes.  From  one 
who  had  extinguished  the  light  of  nature,  and  given  dominion  to 
the  powers  of  darkness,  no  better  could  have  been  expected ;  but 
is  it  not  deplorable  that  a  Christian  jurist  should,  even  for  a  mo- 
ment, have  forgotten  the  great  central  light  of  his  own  system, 
and  drawn  his  arguments  from  such  an  abyss  of  darkness  ? 

Blackstone  has  thus  lost  sight  of  truth,  not  only  in  regard  to 
his  general  propositions,  but  also  in  regard  to  particular  instances. 
^''The  law," says  he,  "which  restrains  a  man  from  doing  mischief 
to  his  fellow-citizens  diminishes  the  natural  liberty  of  mankind." 
Now,  is  this  true?  The  doing  of  mischief  is  contrary  to 'the  law 
of  nature,  and  hence,  according  to  the  definition  of  Blackstone 
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himself,  the  perpetration  of  it  is  not  an  exercise  of  any  natural 
right.  As  no  man  possesses  a  natural  right  to  do  mischief,  so  the 
law  which  forbids  it  does  not  diminish  the  natural  liberty  of  man- 
kind. The  law  which  forbids  mischief  is  a  restraint  not  upon  the 
natural  liberty^  but  upon  the  natwal  tyranny^  of  man. 

Blackstone  is  by  no  means  alone  in  the  error  to  which  we  have 
alluded.  By  one  of  the  clearest  thinkers  and  most  beautiful  writers 
of  the  present  age,*  it  is  argued,  ^'that  as  government  implies 
restraint,  it  is  evident  we  give  up  a  certain  portion  of  our  liberty 
by  entering  into  it."  This  argument  would  be  valid,  no  doubt,  if 
there  were  nothing  in  the  world  beside  liberty  to  be  restrained ; 
but  the  evil  passions  of  men,  from  which  proceed  so  many  fright- 
ful tyrannies  aii'J  wrongs,  are  not  to  be  identified  with  their  rights 
or  liberties.  As  government  implies  restraint,  it  is  evident  that 
something  is  restrained  when  we  enter  into  it ;  but  it  does  not 
follow  that  this  something  must  be  our  natural  liberty.  The  argu- 
ment in  question  proceeds  on  the  notion  that  government  can  re- 
strain nothing,  unless  it  restrain  the  natural  liberty  of  mankind  ; 
whereas,  we  have  seen,  the  law  which  forbids  the  perpetration  of 
mischief,  or  any  other  wrong,  is  a  restriction,  not  upon  the  liber- 
ty^ but  upon  the  tyranny^  of  the  human  will.  It  sets  a  bound 
and  limit,  not  to  any  right  conferred  on  us  by  the  Author  of  na- 
ture, but  upon  the  evil  thoughts  and  deeds  of  which  we  are  the 
sole  and  exclusive  originators.  Such  a  law,  indeed,  so  &r  from 
restraining  the  natural  liberty  of  man,  recognizes  his  natural 
rights,  and  secures  his  freedom,  by  protecting  the  weak  against 
the  injustice  and  oppression  of  the  strong. 

The  way  in  which  these  authors  show  that  natural  liberty  is, 
and  of  right  ought  to  be,  abridged  by  the  laws  of  society,  is,  by 
identifying  this  natural  freedom,  not  with  a  power  to  act  as  God 
wills,  but  with  a  power  in  conformity  with  our  own  sovereign  will 
and  pleasure.  The  same  thing  is  expressly  done  by  Paley.f  "To 
do  what  we  will,"  says  he,  "  is  natural  liberty."  Starting  from 
this  definition,  it  is  no  wonder  that  he  should  have  supposed  that 
natural  liberty  is  restrained  by  civil  government.  In  like  man- 
ner, Burke  first  says,  ''That  the  effect  of  liberty  to  individuals  is, 
that  they  may  do  what  they  please;^'*  and  then  concludes,  that  in 
order  to  "  secure  some  liberty,"  we  make  "  a  surrender  in  trust  of 


*  Robert  Hall.  \  Political  Philosophy,  chap.  ▼. 
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the  whole  of  it."*    Thus  the  natural  rights  of  mankind  are  first 
caricatured,  and  then  sacrificed. 

If  there  be  no  God,  if  there  be  no  difference  between  right  and 
wrong,  if  there  be  no  moral  law  in  the  universe,  then  indeed 
would  men  possess  a  natural  right  to  do  mischief  or  to  act  as  they 
please.  Then  indeed  should  we  be  fettered  by  no  law  in  a  state 
of  nature,  and  liberty  therein  would  be  coextensive  with  power. 
Right  would  give  place  to  might,  and  the  least  restraint,  even 
from  the  best  laws,  would  impair  our  natural  freedom.  But  we 
subscribe  to  no  such  philosophy.  That  learned  authors,  that  dis- 
tinguished jurists,  that  celebrated  philosophers,  that  pious  divines, 
should  thus  deliberately  include  the  enjoyment  of  our  natural 
rights  and  the  indulgence  of  our  evil  passions  in  one  and  the 
same  definition  of  liberty,  is,  it  seems  to  us,  matter  of  the  most 
profound  astonishment  and  regret.  It  is  to  confound  the  source 
of  all  tyranny  with  the  fountain  of  all  freedom.  It  is  to  put 
darkness  for  light,  and  light  for  darkness.  And  it  is  to  inflame 
the  minds  of  men  with  the  idea  that  they  are  struggling  and  con- 
tending for  liberty,  when,  in  reality,  they  may  be  only  struggling 
and  contending  for  the  gratification  of  their  malignant  passions. 
Such  an  offense  against  all  clear  thinking,  such  an  outrage 
against  all  sound  political  ethics,  becomes  the  more  amazing 
when  we  reflect  on  the  greatness  of  the  authors  by  whom  it  is 
committed,  and  the  stupendous  magnitude  of  the  interests  in- 
volved in  their  discussions. 

Should  we,  then,  exhibit  the  fundamental  law  of  society,  and 
the  natural  liberty  of  mankind,  as  antagonistic  principles?  Is 
not  this  the  way  to  prepare  the  human  mind,  at  all  times  so  pas- 
sionately, not  to  say  so  madly,  fond  of  freedom,  for  a  repetition  of 
those  tremendous  conflicts  and  struggles  beneath  which  the  foun- 
dations of  society  have  so  often  trembled,  and  some  of  its  best 
institutions  been  laid  in  the  dustf  In  one  word,  is  it  not  high 
time  to  raise  the  inquiry.  Whether  there  be,  in  reality,  any  such 
opposition  as  is  usually  supposed  to  exist  between  the  law  of  the 
land  and  the  natural  rights  of  mankind  ?  Whether  such  opposi- 
tion be  real  or  imaginary  f  Whether  it  exists  in  the  nature  of 
things,  or  only  in  the  imagination  of  political  theorists  f 

*  Reflections  on  the  Revolution  in  France. 
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§  III.  \  No  good  law  ever  limits  or  abridges  the  natural  liberty 
of  mankind 

■ 

By  the  two  great  leaders  of  opposite  schools,  Locke  and  Burke, 
it  is  contended  that  when  we  enter  into  society  the  natural  rights 
of  self-defense  is  surrendered  to.  the  government.  If  any  natural 
right,  then,  be  limited  or  abridged  by  the  laws  of  society,  we  may 
suppose  the  right  of  self-defense  to  be  so ;  for  this  is  the  instance 
which  is  always  selected  to  illustrate  and  confirm  the  reality  of 
such  a  surrender  of  our  natural  liberty.  It  has,  indeed,  become 
a  sort  of  maxim,  that  when  we  put  on  the  bonds  of  civi^  society, 
we  give  up  the  natural  right  of  self-defense. 

But  what  does  this  maxim  mean  ?  Does  it  mean  that  we  trans- 
fer the  right  to  repel  force  by  force  ?  If  so,  the  proposition  is  not 
true ;  for.  this  right  is  as  fully  possessed  by  every  individual  after 
he  has  entered  into  society  as  it  could  have  been  in  a  state  of 
nature.  K  he  is  assailed,  or  threatened  with  immediate  personal 
danger,  the  law  of  the  land  does  not  require  him  to  wait  upon 
the  stjrong  but  slow  arm  of  government  for  protection.  On  the 
contrary,  it  permits  him  to  protect  himself,  to  repel  force  by  force, 
in  so  far  as  this  may  bo  necessary  to  guard  against  injury  to  him- 
self; and  the  law  of  nature  allows  no  more.  Indeed,  if  there  be 
any  difference,  the  law  of  the  land  allows  a  man  to  go  fm*ther  in 
the  defense  of  self*  than  he  is  permitted  to  go  by  the  law  of  God. 
Hence,  in  this  sense,  the  maxim  under  consideration  is  not  true ; 
and  no  man's  natural  liberty  is  abridged  by  the  State. 

Does  this  maxim  mean,  then,  that  in  a  state  of  nature  every 
man  has  a  right  to  redress  his  own  wrongs  by  the  siibseguent 
punishment  of  the  offender,  which  right  the  citizen  has  ti*an8- 
ferred  to  the  government?  It  is  clear  that  this  must  be  the 
meaning,  if  it  have  any  correct  meaning  at  all.  But  neither  in 
this  sense  is  the  maxim  or  proposition  true.  The  right  to  punish 
an  offender  must  rest  upon  the  one  or  the  other  of  two  grounds : 
either  upon  the  ground  that  the  offender  deserves  punishment,  or 
that  his  punishment  is  necessary  to  prevent  similar  offenses. 
Now,  upon  neither  of  these  grounds  has  any  man,  even  in  a  state 
of  nature,  the  right  to  punish  an  offense  committed  against  him- 
self. 

First,  he  has  no  right  to  punish  such  an  offense  on  the  ground 
that  it  deserves  punishment.    No  man  has,  or  ever  had,  the  right 
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to  wield  the  awful  attribute  of  retributive  justice;  that  is,  to 
inflict  so  much  pain  for  so  much  guilt  or  moral  turpitude.  This 
is  the  prerogative  of  God  alone.  To  his  eye,  all  secrets  are 
known,  and  all  degrees  of  guilt  perfectly  apparent ;  and  to  him 
alone  belongs  the  vengeance  which  is  due  for  moral  ill-desert. 
His  law  extends  over  the  state  of  nature  as  well  as  over  the  state 
of  civil  society,  and  calls  all  men  to  account  for  their  evil  deeds. 
It  is  evident  that,  in  so  far  as  the  intrinsic  demerit  of  actions  is 
concerned,  it  makes  no  difference  whether  they  be  punished  here 
or  hereafter.  And  beside,  if  the  individual  had  possessed  such  a 
right  in  a  state  of  nature,  he  has  not  transferred  it  to  society ;  for 
society  neither  has  nor  claims  any  such  right.  Blackstone  but 
utters  the  voice  of  the  law  when  he  says:  "The  end  or  final 
cause  of  human  punishment  is  not  by  way  of  atonement  or  expia- 
tion, for  that  must  be  left  to  the  just  determination  of  the  supreme 
Being,  but  a  precaution  against  ftiture  offenses  of  the  same  kind." 
The  exercise  of  retributive  justice  belongs  exclusively  to  the  infalli- 
ble Ruler  of  the  world,  and  not  to  frail,  erring  man,  who  himself 
80  greatly  stands  in  need  of  mercy.  Hence,  the  right  to  punish 
a  transgressor  on  the  ground  that  such  punishment  is  deserved, 
has  not  been  transferred  from  the  individual  to  civil  society: 
first,  because  he  had  no  such  natural  right  to  transfer;  and, 
secomjly,  because  society  possesses  no  such  right. 

In  the  second  place,  if  we  consider  the  other  ground  of  punish- 
ment, it  will  likewise  appear  that  the  right  to  punish  never 
belonged  to  the  individual,  and  consequently  could  not  have  been 
transferred  by  him  to  society.  For,  by  the  law  of  nature,  the  in- 
dividual has  no  right  to  punish  an  offense  against  himself  in 
order  to  jpr  event  further  offences  of  the  same  kind.  If  the  object 
of  human  punishment  be,  as  indeed  it  is,  to  prevent  the  commis- 
sion of  crime,  by  holding  up  examples  of  terror  to  evil-doers, 
then,  it  is  evidently  no  more  the  natural  right  of  the  party  injured 
to  redress  the  wrong,  than  it  is  the  right  of  others.  All  men 
are  interested  in  the  prevention  of  wrongs,  and  hence  all  men 
should  unite  to  redress  them.  All  men  are  endowed  by  their 
Creator  with  a  sense  of  justice,  in  order  to  impel  them  to  secure 
its  claims,  and  throw  the  shield  of  its  protection  around  the  weak 
and  oppressed. 

The  prevention  of  wrong,  then,  is  clearly  the  natural  duty,  and 
consequently  the  natural  right,  of  all  men. 
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This  dnty  shorild  be  discharged  by  others,  rather  than  bj  the 
party  aggrieved.  For  it  is  contrary  to  the  law  of  nature  itself,  as 
both  Locke  and  Barke  agree,  that  any  man  should  be  ^^  judge  in 
his  own  case  ;^'  that  any  man  should,  by  an  export  facto  decision, 
determine  the  amount  of  punishment  due  to  his  enemy,  and  pro- 
ceed to  inflict  it  upon  him.  Such  a  course,  indeed,  so  far  from 
preventing' offenses,  would  inevitably  promote  them;  instead  of 
redressing  injuries,  would  only  add  wrong  to  wrong ;  and  instead 
of  introducing  order,  would  only  make  confusion  worse  con- 
founded, and  turn  the  moral  world  quite  upside  down. 

On  no  ground,  then,  upon  which  the  right  to  punish  may  be 
conceived  to  rest,  does  it  appear  that  it  was  ever  possessed,  or 
could  ever  have  been  possessed,  by  the  individual.  And  if  the 
individual  never  possessed  such  a  right,  it  is  clear  that  ho  has 
never  transferred  it  to  society.  Hence,  this  view  of  the  origin  of 
government,  however  plausible  at  first  sight,  or  however  generally 
received,  has  no  real  foundation  in  the  nature  of  things.  It  is 
purely  a  creature  of  the  imagination  of  theorists ;  one  of  the 
phantoms  of  that  manifold,  monstrous,  phantom  deity  called 
Liberty,  which  has  been  so  often  invoked  by  the  psevdo  philan- 
thropists and  reckless  reformers  of  the  present  day  to  subvert  not 
only  the  law  of  capital  punishment,  but  also  other  institutions 
and  laws  which  have  received  the  sanction  of  both  God  and  man. 

The  simple  truth  is,  that  we  are  all  bound  by  the  law  of  nature 
and  the  law  of  Ood  to  love  our  neighbor  as  ourselves.  Hence  it 
is  the  duty  of  every  man,  in  a  state  of  nature,  to  do  all  in  his 
power  to  protect  the  rights  and  promote  the  interests  of  his  fellow- 
men.  It  is  the  duty  of  all  men  to  consult  together,  and  concert 
measures  for  the  general  good.  Bight  hero  it  is,  then,  that  the 
law  of  man,  the  constitution  of  civil  society,  comes  into  contact 
with  the  law  of  God  and  rests  upon  it.  Thus,  civil  society  arises, 
not  from  a  surrender  of  individual  rights,  but  from  a  right  origi- 
nally possessed  by  all ;  nay,  from  a  solemn  duty  originally  im- 
posed upon  all  by  God  himself— a  duty  which  must  be  performed, 
whether  the  individual  gives  his  consent  or  not.  The  very  law 
of  nature  itself  requires,  as  we  have  seen,  not  only  the  punish- 
ment of  the  offender,  but  also  that  he  be  punished  acccording  to 
a  pre-established  law,  and  by  the  decision  of  an  impartial  tribu- 
nal. And  in  the  enactment  of  such  law,  as  well  as  in  the 
adminiatration,  the  coUective  wisdom  of  society,  or  its  agents, 
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moves  in  obedience  to  the  law  of  God,  and  not  in  pursuance  of 
rights  derived  from  the  individual. 

§  IV.     The  distinction  "between  rights  and  liberty. 

In  the  foregoing  discussion  we  have,  in  conformity  to  the 
custom  of  others,  used  the  terms  rights  and  liberty  as  words  of 
precisely  the  same  import.  But,  instead  of  being  convertible 
terms,  there  seems  to  be  a  very  clear  difference  in  their  significa- 
tion. K  a  man  be  taken,  for  example,  and  without  cauSe  thrown 
into  prison,  this  deprives  him  of  his  liberty ^  but  not  of  his  right j 
to  go  where  he  pleases.  The  right  still  exists ;  and  his  not  being 
allowed  to  enjoy  this  right,  is  precisely  what  constitutes  the 
oppression  in  the  case  supposed.  If  there  were  no  right  still 
subsisting,  then  there  would  be  no  oppression.  Hence,  as  the 
right  exists,  while  the  liberty  is  extinguished,  it  is  evident  they 
are  distinct  from  each  other.  The  liberty  of  a  man  in  such  a 
case,  as  in  all  others,  would  consist  in  an  opportunity  to  enjoy  his 
right,  or  in  a  state  in  which  it  might  be  enjoyed  if  he  so  pleased. 

This  distinction  between  rights  and  liberty  is  all-important  to  ' 
a  clear  and  satisfactory  discussion  of  the  doctrine  of  human  free- 
dom.  The  great  champions  of  that  freedom,  from  a  Locke  down 
to  a  Hall,  firmly  and  passionately  grasping  the  natural  rights  of 
man,  and  confounding  these  with  his  liberty,  have  looked  upon 
society  as  the  restrainer,  and  not  as  the  author,  of  that  liberty. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  great  advocates  of  despotic  power,  from 
a  Hobbes  down  to  a  Whewell,  seeing  that  there  can  be  no  genuine 
liberty — that  is,  no  secure  enjoyment  of  one^s  rights — ^in  a  state 
of  i||iture|  have  ascribed,  not  only  our  liberty,  but  all  our  existing 
rights  also,  to  the  State. 

But  the  error  of  Locke  is  a  noble  and  generous  sentiment  when 
compared  with  the  odious  dogma  of  Hobbes  and  Whewell.  These 
learned  authors  contend  that  we  derive  all  our  existing  rights  ■ 
from  society.  Do  we,  then,  live  and  move  and  breathe  and  think 
and  worship  God  only  by  rights  derived  from  the  State!  No, 
certainly.  We  have  these  rights  from  a  higher  source.  God  gave 
them,  and  all  the  powers  of  earth  combined  cannot  take  them 
away.  But  as  for  our  liberty,  this  we  freely  own  is,  for  the  most 
part,  due  to  the  sacred  bonds  of  civil  society.  Let  us  render  unto 
Caesar  the  things  that  are  Csesar^s,  and  unto  God  the  things  that 
are  God's. 
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§  V.  The  relation  between  the  state  of  nature  and  of  civil 
society. 

Herein,  then,  consists  the  true  relation  between  the  natural 
and  the  social  states.  Civil  society  does  not  abridge  onr  nat- 
ural rights,  but  secures  and  protects  them.  She  does  not  assume 
our  right  of  sell-defense, — she  simply  discharges  the  duty  im- 
posed by  God  to  defend  us.  The  original  right  is  in  those  who 
compose  the  body  politic,  and  not  in  any  individual.  Hence, 
civil  society  does  not  impair  our  natural  liberty,  as  actually  exist- 
ing in  a  state  of  nature,  or  as  it  might  therein  exist;  for,  in 
such  a  state,  there  would  be  no  real  liberty,  no  real  enjoyment  of 
natural  rights. 

Mr.  Locke,  as  we  have  seen,  defines  the  state  of  nature  to  be 
one  of  "  perfect  freedom."  Why,  then,  should  we  leave  it  ?  ^^  K 
man,  in  the  state  of  nature,  be  so  free,"  says  he,  "  why  will  he 
part  with  his  freedom  ?  To  which  it  is  obvious  to  answer,"  he 
continues,  '^  that  though,  in  the  state  of  nature,  he  hath  such  a 
right,  yet  the  enjoyment  of  it  is  very  uncertain^  and  constantly 
exposed  to  the  invasion  of  others ;  for  all  being  kiugs  as  much  as 
he,  every  man  his  equal,  and  the  greater  part  not  strict  observers 
of  equity  and  justice,  the  enjoyment  of  the  property  he  has  in  this 
state  is  very  unsafe,  vei7  insecure.  This  makes  him  willing  to 
quit  a  condition  which,  however  free^  is  full  of  fears  and  con- 
tinual  dangers ;  and  it  is  not  without  reason  that  he  seeks  out, 
and  is  willing  to  join  in  society  with,  others  who  are  already 
united,  or  have  a  mind  to  unite,  for  the  mutual  preservation  of 
their  lives^  liberties^  and  estates^  which  I  call  by  th^  general 
nsLxne  property. ^^*  What  1  can  that  be  a  state  of  perfect  freedom 
which  is  subject  to  fears  and  perpetual  dangers  ?  In  one  word, 
can  a  reign  of  terror  be  the  reign  of  liberty  ?  It  is  evident,  we 
think,  that  Locke  has  been  betrayed  into  no  little  inaccuracy  and 
confosion  of  thought  from  not  having  distinguished  between 
rights  and  liberty. 

The  truth  seems  to  be  that,  in  a  state  of  nature,  we  would  pos- 
sess rights,  but  we  could  not  enjoy  them.  That  is  to  say,  not- 
withstanding all  our  rights,  we  should  be  destitute  of  freedom  or 
liberty.    Society  interposes  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  to  protect 


*  Locke  on  Civil  Qovemment^  chap.  ix. 
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our  rights,  to  secure  us  in  the  enjoyment  of  them.  She  delivers 
ns  from  the  alarms,  the  dangers,  and  the  violence  of  the  natura« 
state.  Hence,  under  God,  she  is  the  mother  of  our  peace  and 
joy,  by  whose  sovereign  rule  anarchy  is  abolished  and  liberty 
established.  Liberty  and  social  law  can  never  be  dissevered. 
Liberty,  robed  in  law,  and  radiant  with  love,  is  one  of  the  best 
gifts  of  God  to  man.  But  liberty,  despoiled  of  law,  is  ^  a  wild, 
dark,  fierce  spirit  of  licentiousness,  which  tends  ^^to  uproar  the 
universal  peace." 

Hence  it  is  a  frightful  error  to  regard  the  civil  state  or  govern- 
ment as  antagonistic  to  the  natural  liberty  of  mankind  ;  for  this 
is,  indeed,  the  Author  of  the  very  liberty  we  enjoy.  Good  govern- 
ment it  is  that  restrains  the  elements  of  tyranny  and  oppression, 
and  introduces  liberty  into  the  world.  Good  government  it  is 
that  shuts  out  the  reign  of  anarchy,  and  secures  the  dominion  of 
equity  and  goodness.  He  who  would  spurn  the  restraints  of  law, 
then,  by  which  pride,  and  envy,  and  hatred,  and  malice,  ambition, 
and  revenge  are  kept  within  the  sacred  bounds  of  eternal  justice, 
— he,  we  say,  is  not  the  friend  of  human  liberty.  He  would  open 
the  flood-gates  of  tyranny  and  oppression ;  he  would  mar  the 
harmony  and  extinguish  the  light  of  the  world.  Let  no  such  man 
be  trusted.  ^ 

If  the  foregoing  remarks  be  just,  it  would  follow  that  the  state 
of  nature,  as  it  is  called,  would  be  one  of  the  most  unnatural 
states  in  the  world.  We  may  conceive  it  to  exist,  for  the  sake  of 
illustration  or  argument ;  but  if  it  |hould  actually  exist,  it  would 
be  at  war  witJi  the  law  of  nature  itself.  For  this  requires,  as  we 
have  seen,  that  men  should  unite  together,  and  fitune  such  laws 
as  the  general  good  demands. 

Not  only  the  law,  but  the  very  necessities  of  nature,  enjoin  the 
institution  of  civil  government.  God  himself  has  thus  laid  the 
foundations  of  civil  society  deep  in  the  nature  of  man.  It  is 
an  ordinance  of  Heaven,  which  no  human  decree  can  reverse 
or  annul.  It  is  not  a  thing  of  compacts,  bound  together  by  pro- 
mises and  paper,  but  is  itself  a  law  of  nature  as  irreversible  as 
any  other.  Compacts  may  give  it  one  form  or  another,  but  in 
one  form  or  another  it  must  exist.  It  is  no  accidental  or  artificial 
thing,  which  may  be  made  or  unmade,  which  may  be  set  up  or 
pulled  down,  at  the  mere  will  and  pleasure  of  man.  It  is  a 
decree  of  God ;  the  spontaneous  and  irresistible  working  of  that 
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nature,  which,  in  all  climates,  through  all  ages,  and  under  all 
circumstances,  manifests  itself  in  social  organizations. 

§  VI.    Iriherent  cmd  inalienable  righU. 

Much  has  been  said  about  inherent  and  inalienable  rights, 
which  is  either  unintelligible  or  rests  upon  no  solid  foundation. 
^SThe  inalienable  rights  of  men  "  is  a  phrase  otten  brandished  by 
certain  reformers,  who  aim  to  bring  about  ^'  the  immediate  aboli- 
4;ion  of  slavery."  Yet,  in  the  light  of  the  foregoing  discussion, 
it  may  be  clearly  shown  that  the  doctrine  of  inalienable  rights,  if 
properly  handled,  will  not  touch  the  institution  of  slavery. 

An  inalienable  right  is  either  one  which  the  possessor  of  it 
himself  cannot  alienate  or  transfer,  or  it  is  one  which  society  has 
not  the  power  to  take  from  him.  According  to  the  import  of  the 
terms,  the  first  would  seem  to  be  what  is  meant  by  an  inalienable 
right ;  but  in  this  sense  it  is  not  pretended  that  the  right  to  either 
life  or  liberty  has  been  transferred  to  society  or  alienated  by  the 
individual.  And  if,  as  we  have  endeavored  to  show,  the  right, 
or  power,  or  authority  of  society  is  not  derived  from  a  transfer  of 
individual  rights,  then  it  is  clear  that  neither  the  right  to  Hfe  nor 
liberty  is  transferred  to  society.  That  is,  if  no  rights  are  trans- 
ferred, than  these  particular  rights  are  still  untransferred,  and,  if 
you  please,  untransferable.  Be  it  conceded,  then,  that  the  indi- 
vidual has  never  transferred  his  right  to  life  or  liberty  to  society. 

But  it  is  not  in  the  above  sense  that  the  abolitionist  uses  the 
expression,  inalienable  right^.  According  to  his  view,  an  in- 
alienable right  is  one  of  which  society  itself  cannot,  without 
doing  wrong,  deprive  the  individual,  or  deny  the  enjoyment  of  it 
to  him.  This  is  evidently  his  meaning;  for  he  complains  of  the 
injustice  of  society,  or  civil  government,  in  depriving  a  certain 
portion  of  its  subjects  of  civil  freedom,  and  consigning  them  to  a 
state  of  servitude.  "  Such  an  act,"  says  he,  "  is  wrong,  because 
it  is  a  violation  of  the  inalienable  rights  of  all  men."  But  let  us 
see  if  his  complaint  be  just  or  well  founded. 

It  is  pretended  by  no  one  that  society  has  the  right  to  deprive 
any  subject  of  either  life  or  liberty,  vrithout  good  and  sufficient 
cause  or  reason.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  on  all  hands  agreed  that 
it  is  only  for  good  and  suflScient  reasons  that  society  can  deprive 
any  portion  of  its  subjects  of  either  life  or  liberty.  Nor  can  it  be 
denied,  on  the  other  side,  that  a  man  may  be  deprived  of  either, 
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or  both,  by  a  preordained  law,  in  case  there  be  a  good  and  suf- 
ficient reason  for  the  enactment  of  such  law.  For  the  crime  of 
mnrder,  the  law  of  the  land  deprives  the  criminal  of  life :  d  for- 
iiari,  might  it  deprive  him  of  liberty.  In  the  infliction  of  such 
a  penalty,  the  law  seeks,  as  we  have  seen,  not  to  deal  out  so 
much  pain  for  so  much  guilt,  nor  even  to  deal  out  pain  for  guilt 
at  all,  but  simply  to  protect  the  members  of  society,  and  secure 
the  general  good.  The  general  good  is  the  sole  and  sufficient  / 
consideration  which  justifies  the  State  in  taking  either  the  life  I  '' 
or  the  liberty  of  its  subjects. 

Hence,  if  we  would  determine  in  any  case  whether  society 
is  justified  in  depriving  any  of  its  members  of  civil  freedom 
by  law,  we  must  first  ascertain  whether  the  general  good  de- 
mands the  enactment  of  such  a  law.  If  it  does,  «then  such  a 
law  is  just  and  good — as  perfectly  just  and  good  as  any  other 
law  which,  for  the  same  reason  or  on  the  same  ground,  takes 
away  the  life  or  liberty  of  its  subjects.  All  this  talk  about  the 
inalienable  rights  of  men  may  have  a  very  admirable  meaning, 
if  one  will  only  be  at  the  pains  to  search  it  out ;  but  is  it  not 
evident  that,  when  searched  to  the  bottom,  it  has  just  nothing 
at  all  to  do  with  the  great  question  of  slavery?  But  more  of 
this  hereafter.*  * 

This  great  problem,  as  wo  have  seen,  is  to  be  decided,  not  by 
an  appeal  to  the  inalienable  rights  of  men,  but  simply  and  solely 
by  a  reference  to  the  general  good.  It  is  to  be  decided,  not  by  the 
aid  of  abstractions  alone ;  a  little  good  sense  and  practical  saga- 
city should  be  allowed  to  assist  in  its  determination.  There  are 
inalienable  rights,  we  admit — ^inalienable  both  because  the  indi- 
vidual cannot  transfer  them,  and  because  society  can  never  right- 
fully deprive  any  man  of  their  enjoyment.  But  life  and  liberty 
are  not  ^^  among  these."  There  are  inalienable  rights,  we  admit, 
but  then  such  abstractions  are  the  edge-tools  of  political  science, 
with  which  it  is  dangerous  for  either  men  or  children  to  play. 
They  may  inflict  deep  wounds  on  the  cause  of  humanity ;  they 
can  throw  no  light  on  the  great  problem  of  slavery. 

One  thing  seems  to  be  clear  and  fixed ;  and  that  is,  that  the 
rights  of  the  individual  are  subordinate  to  those  of  the  commu- 
nity.   An  inalienable  right  is  a  right  coupled  with  a  duty  /  a 

•  Ohap.  il  i  X. 
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duty  with  which  no  other  ohligation  can  interfere.  But,  as  we 
have  seen,  it  is  the  duty^  and  consequently,  the  rights  of  society 
to  make  such  laws  as  the  general  good  demands.  This  inalien- 
able right  is  conferred,  and  its  exercise  enjoined,  by  the  Creator 
and  Governor  of  the  universe.  All  individual  rights  are  subor- 
dinate to  this  inherent,  universal,  and  inalienable  right.  It  should 
be  observed,  however,  that  in  the  exercise  of  this  paramount 
right,  this  supreme  authority,  no  society  possesses  the  power  to 
contravene  the  principles  of  justice.  In  other  words,  it  should  be 
observed  that  no  unjust  law  can  ever  promote  the  public  good. 
Every  law,  then,  which  is  not  unjust,  and  which  the  public  good 
demands,  should  be  enacted  by  society. 

But  we  have  already  seen  and  shall  still  more  fully  see,  that 
the  law  which  ordains  slavery  is  not  unjust  in  itself,  or,  in  other 
words,  that  it  interferes  with  non6  of  the  inalienable  rights  of 
man.  Hence,  if  it  be  shown  that  the  public  good,  and  especially 
the  good  of  the  slave,  demands  such  a  law,  then  the  question  of 
slavery  will  be  settled.  We  purpose  to  show  this  before  we  have 
done  with  the  present  discussion.  And  if,  in  the  prosecution  of 
this  inquiry,  we  should  be  so  fortunate  as  to  throw  only  one 
steady  ray  of  light  on  the  great  question  of  slavery,  by  which  the 
"i^ery  depths  of  society  have  been  so  fearfully  convulsed,  we  shall 
be  more  than  rewarded  for  all  the  labor  which,  with  no  little  solic- 
itude, we  have  felt  constrained  to  bestow  upon  an  attempt  at  its 
solution. 

§  Vn.  Conclusion  of  the  fivBt  chapter. 

In  conclusion,  we  shall  merely  add  that  if  the  foregoing  re- 
marks be  just,  it  follows  that  the  great  problem  of  political  phi- 
losophy is  not  precisely  such  as  it  is  often  taken  to  be  by  states- 
men and  historians.  This  problem,  according  to  Mackintosh  and 
Macaulay,  consists  in  finding  such  an  adjustment  of  the  antago- 
nistic principles  of  public  order  and  private  liberty,  that  neither 
shall  overthrow  or  subvert  the  other,  but  each  be  confined  within 
its  own  appropriate  limits.  Whereas,  if  we  are  not  mistaken, 
these  are  not  antagonistic^  but  co-ordinate^  principles.  Tlie  very 
law  which  institutes  public  order  is  that  which  introduces  private 
liberty,  since  no  secure  enjoyment  of  one's  rights  can  exist  where 
public  order  is  not  maintained.  And,  on  the  other  hand,  unless 
private  liberty  be  introduced,  public  order  cannot  be  maintained, 
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or  at  least  Buch  public  order  as  should  be  established ;  for,  if 
there  be  not  private  liberty,  if  there  be  no  secure  enjoyment  of 
one's  rights,  then  the  highest  and  purest  elements  of  our  nature 
would  have  to  be  extinguished,  or  else  exist  in  perpetual  conflict 
with  the  surrounding  despotism.  As  license  is  not  liberty,  so 
despotism  is  not  order,  nor  even  friendly  to  that  enlightened, 
wholesome  order,  by  which  the  good  of  the  public  and  the  indi- 
Tidual  are  at  the  same  time  introduced  and  secured.  In  other 
words,  what  is  taken  from  the  one  of  these  principles  is  not  given 
to  the  other ;  on  the  contrary,  every  additional  element  of  strength 
and  beauty  which  is  imparted  to  the  one  is  an  accession  of 
strength  and  beauty  to  the  other.  Private  liberty,  indeed,  lives 
and  moves  and  has  its  very  being  in  the  bosom  of  public  order. 
On  the  other  hand,  that  public  order  alone  which  cherishes  the 
true  liberty  of  the  individual  is  strong  in  the  approbation  of  God 
and  in  the  moral  sentiments  of  mankind.  All  else  is  weakness, 
and  death,  and  decay. 

The  true  problem,  then,  is,  not  how  the  conflicting  claims  of 
these  two  principles  may  be  adjusted,  (for  there  is  no  conflict  be- 
tween them,)  but  how  a  real  public  order,  whose  claims  are  iden- 
tical with  those  of  private  liberty,  may  be  introduced  and  main- 
tained. The  practical  solution  of  this  problem,  for  the  heteroge- 
neous population  of  the  South  imperatively  demands,  as  we  shall 
endeavor  to  show,  the  institution  of  slavery ;  and  that  without 
such  an  institution'  it  would  be  impossible  to  maintain  either  a 
Bound  public  order  or  a  decent  private  liberty.  We  shall  endeavor 
to  show,  that  the  very  laws  or  institution  which  i^  supposed 
by  fanatical  declaimers  to  shut  out  liberty  from  the  Negro  race 
among  us,  really  shuts  out  the  most  frightful  license  and  disorder 
from  society.  In  one  word,  we  shall  endeavor  to  show  that  in 
preaching  up  liberty  to  and  for  the  slaves  of  the  South,  the 
abolitionist  is  ^'casting  pearls  before  swine,"  that  can  neither 
comprehend  the  nature,  nor  enjoy  the  blessings,  of  the  freedom 
which  is  80  oflSciously  thrust  upon  them.  And  if  the  Negro  race 
should  be  moved  by  their  fiery  appeals,  it  would  only  be  to  rend 
and  tear  in  pieces  the  fair  fabric  of  American  liberty,  which,  with 
all  its  shortcomings  and  defects,  is  by  far  the  most  beautiful  ever 
yet  conceived  or  constructed  by  the  genius  of  man. 

19 
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CHAPTER   II. 

THE  ARGUilENTS  AND  POSITIONS  OF  ABOLITIONISTS. 

The  first  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist. — The  second  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist — 
The  third  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist. — The  fourth  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist 
— The  fifth  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist — The  sixth  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist 
— The  seventh  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist — The  eighth  fallacy  of  the  Aboli- 
tionist —  The  ninth  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist  —  The  tenth,  eleventh, 
twelfth,  thirteenth,  fourteenth,  fifteenth,  and  sixteenth  fallacies  of  the  Aboli- 
tionist ;  or  his  seven  arguments  against  the  right  of  a  man  to  hold  property 
in  his  fellow-man. — The  seventeenth  fallacy  of  the  Abolitionist ;  or,  the  Ar- 
gument from  the  Declaration  of  Lidependence. 

Having  in  the  preceding  chapter  discussed  and  defined  the  na- 
ture of  civil  liberty,  as  vrell  as  laid  down  some  of  the  political 
conditions  on  vrhich  its  existence  depends,  we  shall  now  proceed 
to  examine  the  question  of  slavery.  In  the  prosecution  of  this 
inquiry,  we  shall,  in  the  first  place,  consider  the  arguments  and 
positions  of  the  advocates  of  immediate  abolition ;  and,  in  the 
second,  point  out  the  reasons  and  grounds  on  which  the  institu- 
tion of  slavery  is  based  and  its  justice  vindicated.  The  first 
branch  of  the  investigation,  or  that  relating  to  the  arguments  and 
positions  of  the  abolitionist,  will  occupy  the  remainder  of  the 
present  chapter. 

It  is  insisted  by  abolitionists  that  the  institution  of  slavery  is, 
in  all  cases  and  under  all  circumstances,  morally  wrong,  or  a  vio- 
lation of  the  law  of  God.  Such  is  precisely  the  ground  assumed 
by  the  one  side  and  denied  by  tlio  other. 

Thus  says  Dr.  Wayland  :  "  I  have  wished  to  make  it  clear  that 
slavery,  or  the  holding  of  men  in  bondage,  and  'obliging  them  to 
labor  for  our  benefit,  without  their  contract  or  consent,'  is  always 
and  everywhere,  or,  as  you  well  express  it,  semper  et  ubique^  a 
moral  wrong,  a  violation  of  the  obligations  under  which  we  are 
created  to  our  fellow-men,  and  a  transgression  of  the  law  of  our 
Creator." 

Dr.  Fuller  likewise:  "The  simple  question  is.  Whether  it  is 
necessarily^  and  amid  all  circumstances^  a  crime  to  hold  men 
in  a  condition  where  they  labor  for  another  without  their  con- 
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^ent  or  contract  f  and  in  settling  this  matter  all  impertinences 
xnust  be  retrenched." 

In  one  word,  Dr.  Wayland  insists  that  slavery  is  condemned 
\)j  the  law  of  God,  by  the  moral  law  of  the  universe.  We  pur- 
pose to  examine  the  arguments  which  he  has  advanced  in  favor 
of  this  position.  We  select  his  arguments  for  examination,  be- 
cause, as  a  writer  on  moral  and  -political  Science,  he  stands  so 
|iigh  in  the  northern  portion  of  the  Union.  His  work  on  these 
©ubjects  has  indeed  long  since  passed' the  fiftieth  thousand  ;  a  de- 
cree of  success  which,  in  his  own  estimation,  authorizes  him  to 
issue  his  letters  on  slavery  over  the  signature  of  "  The  author  of 
THE  Moral  Science."  But  the  very  fact  that  his  popularity  is  so 
^eat,  and  that  he  is  the  author  of  the  Moral  Science,  is  a  reason 
^hy  his  arguments  on  a  question  of  such  magnitude  should  be 
eubjected  to  a  severe  analysis  and  searching  scrutiny,  in  order 
that,  under  the  sanction  of  so  imposing  a  name,  no  error  may  be 
propagated  and  no  mischief  done. 

Hence  we  shall  hold  Dr.  Wayland  amenable  to  all  the  laws 
of  logic.  Especially  shall  we  require  him  to  adhere  to  the  point 
he  has  undertaken  to  discuss,  and  to  retrench  all  irrelevancies. 
If,  after  having  subjected  his  arguments  to  such  a  process,  it  shall 
be  found  that  every  position  which  is  assumed  on  the  subject  is 
directly  contradicted  by  himself,  we  shall  not  make  haste  to  intro- 
duce anarchy  into  the  Southern  States,  in  order  to  make  it  answer 
to  the  anarchy  in  his  views  of  civil  and  political  freedom.  But 
whether  this  be  the  case  or  not,  it  is  not  for  us  to  determine  ;  we 
shall  simply  proceed  to  examine,  and  permit  the  impartial  reader 
to  decide  for  himself. 

§  I.    27ie  first  fallacy  of  t%e  abolitionist. 

The  abolitionists  do  not  hold  their  passions  in  subjection  to 
reason.  This  is  not  merely  the  judgment  of  a  Southern  man:  it 
is  the  opinion  of  the  more  decent  and  respectable  abolitionists 
themselves.  Thus  says  Dr.  Channing,  censuring  the  conduct  of 
the  abolitionists  :  "They  have  done  wrong,  I  believe;  nor  is  their 
wrong  to  be  winked  at  because  done  fanatically  or  with  good  in- 
tentions ;  for  how  much  mischief  may  be  wrought  witli  good  de- 
signs !  They  have  fallen  into  the  common  error  of  enthusiasts — 
that  of  exaggerating  their  object,  of  feeling  as  if  no  evil  existed 
but  that  which  they  opposed,  and  as  if  no  guilt  could  be  compared 
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with  that  of  countenancing  or  upholding  it,"*  In  like  manner, 
Dr.  Wayland  says:  "I  unite  with  you  and  the  lamented  Dr. 
Ghanning  in  the  opmion  that  the  tone  of  the  abolitionists  at  the 
North  has  been  frequently,  I  fear  I  must  say  generally,  *  fierce, 
bitter,  and  abusive.'  The  abolitionist  press  has,  I  believe,  from 
the  beginning,  too  commonly  indulged  in  exaggerated  statement^ 
in  violent  denunciation,  and  ifi.  coarse  and  lacerating  invective. 
At  our  late  Missionary  Convehtion  inPhiladelphia,  I  heard  many 
things  from  men  who  clailBEi  to  be  the  exclusive  friends  of  tbo 
slave,  which  pained  me  more  than  I  can  express.  It  seemed  to 
me  that  the  spirit  which  many  of  them  manifested  was  very  dif- 
ferent fr6m  the  spirit  of  Christ.  I  also  cheerfully  bear  testimony 
to  the  general  courtesy,  the  Christian  urbanity,  and  the  calmness 
under  provocation  which,  in  a  remarkable  degree,  characterized 
the  conduct  of  the  members  from  the  South." 

In  the  flood  of  sophisms  which  the  abolitionists  usually  pour 
out  in  their  explosions  of  passion,  none  is  more  common  than 
what  is  technically  termed  by  logicians  the  ignoratio  elenchiy  or 
a  mistaking  of  the  point  in  dispute.  Nor  is  this  fallacy  peculiar 
to  the  more  vulgar  sort  of  abolitionists.  It  glares  from  the  pages 
of  Dr.  Wayland,  no  less  than  from  the  writings  of  the  most  fierce, 
bitter,  and  vindictive  of  his  associates  in  the  cause  of  abolitionism. 
Thus,  in  one  of  his  letters  to  Dr.  Fuller,  he  says:  "To  present 
this  subject  in  a  simple  light.  Let  us  suppose  that  your  family 
and  mine  were  neighbors.  We,  our  wives  and  children,  are  all 
human  beings  in  the  sense  that  I  have  described,  and,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  common  nature,  and  by  the  will  of  our  common 
Creator,  are  subject  to  the  law,  TAou  shalt  love  thy  neighhor  as 
thyself.  Suppose  that  I  should  set  fire  to  your  house,  shoot  you 
as  you  came  out  of  it,  and  seizing  your  wife  and  children,  *  oblige 
them  to  labor  for  my  benefit  without  their  contract  or  consent.' 
Suppose,  moreover,  aware  that  I  could  not  thus  oblige  them, 
unless  they  were  inferior  in  intellect  to  myself,  I  should  forbid 
them  to  read,  and  thus  consign  them  to  intellectual  and  moral 
imbecility.  Suppose  I  should  measure  out  to  them  the  knowledge 
of  God  on  the  same  principle.  Suppose  I  should  exercise  this 
dominion  over  them  and  their  children  tis  long  as  I  lived,  and 
then  do  all  in  my  power  to  render  it  certain  that  my  children 

*  Channing's  Works,  voL  ii.  p.  126. 
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should  exercise  it  after  me.  The  question  hefore  us  I  suppose  to 
he  simply  thi^  :  Would  I^  in  so  doing ^  act  at  variance  with  the 
relations  existing  between  us  as  creatures  of  God  ?  Would  I, 
in  other  words,  violate  the  supreme  law  of  my  Creator,  Thou 
shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself?  or  that  other,  Whatsoever  ye 
would  that  men  should  do  unto  you,  do  ye  even  so  unto  them  ? 
I  do  not  see  how  any  intelligent  creature  can  give  more  than  one 
answer  to  this  question.  Then  I  think  that  every  intelligent 
cwature  must  affirm  that  do  this  is  wrong,  or,  in  the  other  form 
ut'  expression,  that  it  is  a  great  moral  evil.  Can  we  conceive  of 
aiiv  sn'eater?" 

It  was  surely  very  kind  in  Dr.  Wayland  to  undertake,  with  so 
much  pains,  to  instruct  us  poor,  benighted  sons  of  the  South  in 
regard  to  the  difference  between  right  and  wrong.  We  would  fain 
i^ive  him  full  credit  for  all  the  kindly  feeling  he  so  freely  professes 
!ur  his  "Southern  brethren;"  but  if  he  really  thinks  that  the 
tjuestion,  whether  arson,  and  murder,  and  cruelty  are  offenses 
against  the  "  supreme  law  of  the  Creator,"  is  still  open  for  dis- 
cussion among  us,  then  we  beg  leave  to  inform  him  that  he  labors 
under  a  slight  hallucination.    If  he  had  never  written  a  word,  we 
should  have  known,  perhaps,  that  it  is  wrong  for  a  man  to  set 
fire  to  his  neighbor's  house,  and  shoot  him  as  he  came  out,  and 
reduce  his  wife  and  children  to  a  state  of  ignorance,  degradation, 
^nd  slavery.    Nay,  if  we  should  find  his  house  already  burnt,  and 
iimself  already  shot,  we  should  hardly  feel  justified  in  treating 
lis  wife  and  children  in  so  cruel .  a  manner.     Not  even  if  they 
were  "guilty  of  a  skin,"  or  ever  so  degraded,  should  we  deem 
ourselves  justified  in  reducing  them  to  a  state  of  servitude.     This 
5s  NOT  "the  question  before  us."    We  are  quite  satisfied  on  all 
€uch  points.     The  precept,  too.  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as 
thyseli*,  was  not  altogether  unknown  in  the  Southern  States  before 
lis  letters  were  written.     A  committee  of  very  amiable  philan- 
thropists came  all  the  way  from  England,  as  the  agents  of  some 
abolition  society  there,  and  told  us  all  that  the  law  of  God  requires 
Ti9  to  love  our  neighbor  as  ourselves.    In  this  benevolent  work  of 
enlightenment  they  were,  if  we  mistake  not,  several  months  in 
^vance  of  Dr.  Wavland.     We  no  lonijer  need  to  be  enlif'htened 
^n  such  points.     Being  sufficiently  instructed,  we  admit  that  we 
ehould  love  our  neighbor  as  ourselves,  and  also  that  arson,  mur- 
der, and  so  forth  are  violations  of  this  law.  But  we  want  to  know 
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whether,  semper  et  uiique,  the  institution  of  slavery  is  morally 
wrong.  This  is  the  question^  and  to  this  we  intend  to  hold  the 
author. 

§  n.   TTie  second  fallacy  of  the  aholitionist. 

Lest  we  should  be  suspected  of  misrepresentation,  we  shall 
state  the  position  of  Dr.  Wayland  in  his  own  words.  In  regard 
to  the  institution  of  slavery,  he  says :  "  I  do  not  see  that  it  does 
not  sanction  the  whole  system  of  the  slave-trade.  If  I  have^a 
right  to  a  thing  after  I  have  gotten  it^  I  have  a  natural  right 
to  the  means  necessary  for  getting  it.  If  this  be  so,  I  should  be 
as  much  justified  in  sending  a  vessel  to  Africa,  murdering  a  part 
of  the  inhabitants  of  a  village,  and  making  slaves  of  the  rest,  as 
I  should  be  in  hutiting  a  herd  of  wild  animals,  and  either  slaying 
them  or  subjecting  them  to  the  yoke." 

Now  mark  the  principle  on  which  this  most  wonderful  argu- 
ment is  based  :  "  If  I  have  a  right  to  a  thing  after  I  have  gotten 
it,  I  have  a  natural  right  to  the  means  for  getting  it."  That  is  to 
say.  If  I  have  the  right  to  a  slave,  now  that  I  have  got  him,  then 
I  may  rightfully  use  all  necessary  means  to  reduce  other  men  to 
slavery !  I  may  shoot,  burn,  or  murder,  if  by  this  means  I  can 
only  get  slaves !  Was  any  consequence  ever  more  wildly  drawn  ? 
Was  any  non  seqxdtur  ever  more  glaring  ? 

Let  us  see  how  this  argument  would  apply  to  other  things.  If 
I  have  a  right  to  a  watch  after  I  have  gotten  it,  no  matter  how, 
then  I  have  a  right  to  use  the  means  necessary  to  get  watches  ;  I 
may  steal  them  from  my  neighbors !  Or,  if  I  have  a  right  to  a 
wife,  provided  I  can  get  one,  then  may  I  shoot  my  friend  and 
marry  his  widow !  Such  is  the  argument  of  one  who  seeks  to 
enlighten  the  South  and  reform  its  institutions ! 

§  III.    The  third  fallacy  of  the  dholitionisL 

Nearly  allied  to  the  foregoing  argument  is  that  of  the  same 
author,  in  which  he  deduces  from  the  right  of  slavery,  supposing 
it  to  exist,  another  retinue  of  monstrous  rights.  "  This  right  also," 
says  Dr.  Wayland,  referring  to  the  right  to  hold  slaves,  "  as  I 
have  shown,  involves  the  right  to  use  all  the  means  necessary  to 
its  establishment  and  perpetuity,  and,  of  course^  the  right  to 
crush  his  intellectual  and  social  nature^  and  to  stupefy  his  con- 
science, in  so  far  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  me  to  enjoy  this 
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right  with  the  least  possible  peril."  This  is  a  compound  fallacy, 
a  many-sided  error.  But  we  will  consider  only  two  phases  of  its 
absurdity. 

In  the  first  place,  if  the  slaveholder  should  reason  in  this  way, 
no  one  would  be  more  ready  than  the  author  himself  to  condemn 
his  logic.  If  any  slaveholder  should  say,  That  because  I  have  a 
right  to  my  slaves,  therefore  I  have  the  right  to  crush  the  intel- 
lectual and  moral  nature  of  men,  in  order  to  establish  and  per- 
petuate their  bondage, — ^he  would  be  among  the  first  to  cry  out 
against  such  reasoning.  This  is  evident  from  the  fact  that  he 
everywhere  commends  those  slaveholders  who  deem  it  their  duty, 
as  a  return  for  the  service  of  their  slaves,  to  promote  both  their 
temporal  and  eternal  good.  He  everywhere  insists  that  such  is 
the  duty  of  slaveholders ;  and  if  such  be  their  duty,  they  surely 
have  no  right  to  violate  it,  by  crushing  the  intellectual  and  moral 
nature  of  those  whom  they  are  bound  to  elevate  in  the  scale  of 
being.  If  the  slaveholder,  then,  should  adopt  such  an  argument, 
his  logic  would  be  very  justly  chargeable  by  Dr.  TVayland  with 
evidencing  not  so  much  the  existence  of  a  clear  head  as  of  a  bad 
heart. 

In  the  second  place,  the  above  argument  overlooks  the  fact  that 
the  Southern  statesman  vindicates  the  institution  of  slavery  on 
the  ground  that  it  finds  the  Negro  race  already  so  degraded  as  to 
unfit  it  for  a  state  of  freedom.  He  does  not  argue  that  it  is  right 
to  seize  those  who,  by  the  possession  of  cultivated  intellects  and 
pure  morals,  are  fit  for  freedom,  and  debase  them  in  order  to  pre- 
pare them  for  social  bondage.  He  does  not  imagine  that  it  is  ever 
right  to  shoot,  burn,  or  corrupt,  in  order  to  reduce  any  portion  of 
the  enlightened  universe  to  a  state  of  servitude.  Ho  merely  in- 
sists that  those  only  who  are  already  unfit  for  a  higher  and  nobler 
state  than  one  of  slavery,  should  be  held  by  society  in  such  a 
state.  This  position,  although  it  is  so  prominently  set  forth  by 
every  advocate  of  slavery  at  the  South,  is  almost  invariably  over- 
looked by  the  Northern  abolitionists.  They  talk,  and  reason,  and 
declaim,  indeed,  just  as  if  we  had  caught  a  bevy  of  black  angels 
as  they  were  winging  their  way  to  some  island  of  purity  and  bliss 
here  upon  earth,  and  reduced  them  from  their  heavenly  state,  by 
the  most  diabolical  cruelties  and  oppressions,  to  one  of  degrada- 
tion, misery,  and  servitude.  They  forget  that  Africa  is  not  yet  a 
paradise,  and  that  Southern  servitude  is  not  quite  a  hell.    They 
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forget — in  the  heat  and  baste  of  their  argument  they  forget — ^that 
the  institution  of  slavery  is  designed  by  the  South  not  for  the 
enlightened  and  the  free,  but  only  for  the  ignorant  and  the 
debased.  They  need  to  be  constantly  reminded  that  the  institu- 
tion of  slavery  is  not  the  mother,  but  the  daughter,  of  ignorance 
and  degradation.  It  is,  indeed,  the  legitimate  ofispring  of  that 
intellectual  and  moral  debasement  which,  for  so  many  thousand 
years,  has  been  accumulating  and  growing  upon  the  African  race. 
And  if  the  abolitionists  at  the  North  will  only  invent  some 
method  by  which  all  this  frightfiil  mass  of  degradation  may  bo 
blotted  out  at  once^  then  will  wo  most  cheerfully  consent  to  "  the 
immediate  abolition  of  slavery."  On  this  point,  however,  wo 
need  not  dwell,  as  we  shall  have  occasion  to  recur  to  it  again 
when  we  come  to  consider  the  grounds  and  reasons  on  which  the 
institution  of  slavery  is  vindicated. 

Having  argued  that  the  right  of  slavery,  if  it  exist,  implies  the 
right  to  shoot  and  murder  an  enlightened  neighbor,  with  a  view 
to  reduce  his  wife  and  children  to  a  state  of  servitude,  as  well  as 
to  crush  their  intellectual  and  moral  nature  in  order  to  keep  them 
in  such  a  state,  the  author  adds,  "If  I  err  in  making  these 
inferences,  I  err  iniwceiitly.^'^  Wo  have  no  doubt  of  the  most 
perfect  and  entire  innocence  of  the  author.  But  we  would 
remind  him  that  innocence,  however  perfect  or  childlike^  is  not 
the  only  quality  which  a  great  reformer  should  possess. 

§  IV.    The  fourth  fallacy  of  the  abolitionist. 

He  is  often  guilty  of  a  petitio  priyicipii^  in  taking  it  for 
granted  that  the  institution  of  slavery  is  an  injury  to  the  slave, 
which  is  the  very  point  in  dispute.  Thus  says  Dr.  Wayland : 
"If  it  be  asked  when,  [slavery  must  be  abandoned,]  I  ask  again, 
when  shall  a  man  begin  to  cease  doing  wrong  ?  Is  not  the  answer 
immediately?  If  a  man  is  injuring  us,  do  we  doubt  as  to  the 
time  xohen  he  ^pght  to  cease  ?  There  is,  then,  no  doubt  in  respect 
to  the  time  when  we  ought  to  cease  inflicting  injury  upon 
others."*  Here  it  is  assumed  that  slavery  is  an  injuiy  to  the 
slave :  but  this  is  the  very  point  which  is  denied,  and  which  he 
should  have  discussed.  If  a  state  of  slavery  be  a  greater  injury 
to  the  slave  than  a  state  of  freedom  would  be,  then  are  we  willing 

*  Elements  of  Moral  Science,  Part  IL  chap.  L  sec.  IL 
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to  admit  that  it  should  be  aboliehed.  But  even  in  that  case,  not 
immediately^  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  the  remedy  would  not 
be  worse  than  the  evil.  K,  on  the  whole,  the  institution  of  slavery 
be  a  curse  to  the  slave,  we  say  let  it  be  abolished ;  not  suddenly, 
however,  as  if  by  a  whirlwind,  but  by  the  counsels  of  wise, . 
cautious,  and  far-seeing  statesmen,  who,  capable  of  booking  both 
before  and  after,  can  comprehend  in  their  plans  of  reform  all  the 
diversified  and  highly-complicated  interests  of  society. 

"But  it  may  be  said,"  continues  the  author,  "immediate 
abolition  would  be  the  greatest  possible  injury  to  the  slaves  them- 
selves. They  are  not  competent  to  self-government."  True: 
this  is  the  very  thing  which  may  be,  and  which  is,  said  by  every 
Southern"  statesman  in  his  advocacy  of  the  institution  of  slavery. 
Let  us  see  the  author's  reply.  "This  is  a  question  of  fact,"  says 
he,  ^^  which  is  not  in  the  province  of  moral  philosophy  to  decide. 
It  very  likely  may  be  so.  So  'far  as  I  know,  the  facts  are  not 
BuflSciently  known  to  warrant  a  full  opinion  on  the  subject.  We 
will,  therefore,  suppose  it  to  be  the  case,  and  ask,  What  is  the 
duty  of  masters  under  these  circumstances  f  "  In  the  discussion 
of  this  question,  the  author  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  a  master 
may  hold  his  slaves  in  bondage,  provided  his  intentions  bo  good, 
and  with  a  view  to  set  them  at  liberty  as  soon  as  they  shall  be 
qualified  for  such  a  state. 

Moral  philosophy,  then,  it  seems,  when  it  closes  its  eyes  upon 
facts,  pronounces  that  slavery  should  be  immediately  abolished ; 
but  if  it  consider  facts,  which,  instead  of  being  denied,  are  ad- 
mitted to  be  "  very  likely  "  true,  it  decides  against  its  immediate 
abolition !  Or,  rather,  moral  philosophy  looks  at  the  fact  that 
slavery  is  an  injury^  in  order  to  see  that  it  should  be  forthwith 
abolished ;  but  closes  its  eyes  upon  the  fact  that  its  abolition  may 
be  a  still  greater  injury,  lest  this  foregone  conclusion  should  be 
called  in  question !  Has  moral  philosophy,  then,  an  eye  only  for 
the  facts  which  lie  one  side  of  the  question  it  propoics  to  decide  ? 

Slavery  is  an  injury^  says  Dr.  Wayland,  and  therefore  it 
should  be  immediately  abolished.  But  its  abolition  would  be  a 
still  greater  injury,  replies  the  objector.  This  may  be  true,  says 
Dr.  Wayland :  it  is  highly  probable ;  but  then  this  question  of 
injury  is  one  of  fact,  which  it  is  not  in  the  province  of  moral 
philosophy  to  decide !  So  much  for  the  consistency  and  even- 
handed  justice  of  the  author. 
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The  position  assumed  by  him,  that  questions  of  fact  are  not 
within  the  province  of  moral  philosophy,  is  one  of  so  great 
importance  that  it  deserves  a  separate  and  distinct  notice. 
Though  seldom  openly  avowed,  yet  is  it  so  often  tacitlv  assumed 
in  the  arguments  and  declamations  of  abolitionists,  that  it  shall 
be  more  fully  considered  in  the  following  section. 

§  Y.    The  fifth  fallacy  of  the  abolitionist. 

"  Suppose  that  A  has  a  right  to  use  the  body  of  B  according 
to  his — that  is,  A's — will.  Now  if  this  be  true,  it  is  true  univer- 
sally ;  and  hence,  A  has  the  control  over  Hie  body  of  B,  and  B 
has  control  over  the  body  of  C,  C  of  D,  &c.,  and  Z  again  over 
the  body  of  A :  that  is,  every  separate  will  has  the  right  of  con- 
trol over  some  other  body  besides  its  own,  and  has  no  right  of 
control  over  its  own  body  or  intellect."*  Now,  if  men  were  cut 
out  of  pasteboard,  all  exactly  alike,  and  distinguished  from  each 
other  only  by  the  letters  of  the  alphabet,  then  the  reasoning  of 
the  author  would  be  excellent.  But  it  happens  that  men  are  not 
cut  out  of  pasteboard.  They  are  distinguished  by  differences  of 
character,  by  diverse  habits  and  propensities,  which  render  the 
reasonings  of  the  political  philosopher  rather  more  difficult  than 
if  he  had  merely  to  deal  with  or  arrange  the  letters  of  the 
alphabet.  In  one,  for  example,  the  intellectual  and  moral  part  is 
almost  wholly  eclipsed  by  the  brute ;  while,  in  another,  reason 
and  religion  have  gained  the  ascendency,  so  as  to  maintain  a 
steady  empire  over  the  whole  man.  The  first,  as  the  author  him- 
self admits,  is  incompetent  to  self-government,  and  should, 
therefore,  be  held  by  the  law  of  society  in  a  state  of  servitude. 
But  does  it  follow  that  "  if  this  be  true,  it  is  trae  universally  f '' 
Because  one  man  who  can  not  govern  himself  may  be  governed 
by  another,  does  it  follow  that  every  man  should  be  governed  by 
others  ?  Does  it  follow  that  the  one  who  has  acquired  and  main- 
tained the  most  perfect  self-government,  should  be  subjected  to 
the  control  of  him  who  is  wholly  incompetent  to  control  himself? 
Yes,  certainly,  if  the  reasoning  of  Dr.  Wayland  be  true ;  but, 
according  to  every  sound  principle  of  political  ethics,  the  answer 
is,  emphatically.  No ! 

*  Moral  Science,  Part  ii.  chap.  i.  sec.  2. 
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There  is  a  difference  between  a  Hottentot  and  a  Newton.  The 
first  should  no  more  be  condemned  to  astronomical  calculations 
and  discoveries,  than  the  last  should  be  required  to  follow  a 
plough.  Such  differences,  however,  are  overlooked  by  much  of 
the  reasoning  of  the  abolitionist.  In  regard  to  the  question  of 
fact,  whether  a  man  is  really  a  man  and  not  a  mere  thing,  he  is 
profoundly  versed.  He  can  discourse  most  eloquently  upon  this 
subject:  he  can  prove,  by  most  irrefragable  alignments,  that  a 
Ilottentot  is  a  man  as  well  as  a  Kewton.  But  as  to  the  differences 
among  men,  such  nice  distinctions  are  beneath  his  philosophy ! 
It  is  true  that  one  may  be  sunk  so  low  in  the  scale  of  being  that 
civil  freedom  would  be  a  curse  to  him  ;  yet,  whether  this  be  so  or 
not,  is  a  question  of  fact  which  his  philosophy  does  not  stoop  to 
decide.  He  merely  wishes  to  know  what  rights  A  can  possibly 
have,  either  by  the  law  of  God  or  man,  which  do  not  equally 
belong  to  B  ?  And  if  A  would  feel  it  an  injury  to  be  placed 
under  the  control  of  B,  then,  "there  ia  no  doubt"  that  it  is 
equally  wrong  to  place  B  under  the  control  of  A?  In  plain 
English,  if  it  would  be  injurious  and  wrong  to  subject  a  Newton 
to  the  will  of  a  Hottentot,  then  it  would  be  equally  injurious 
and  wrong  to  subject  a  Hottentot  to  the  will  of  a  Newton  I  Such 
is  the  inevitable  consequence  of  his  very  profound  political  prin- 
ciples !  Nay,  such  is  the  identical  consequence  which  he  draws 
from  his  own  principles ! 

If  questions  of  fact  are  not  within  the  province  of  the  moral 
philosopher,  then  the  moral  philosopher  has  no  business  with  the 
science  of  political  ethics.  This  is  not  a  pure,  it  is  a  mixed 
science.  Facts  can  no  more  be  overlooked  by  the  political  archi- 
tect, than  magnitude  can  be  disregarded  by  the  mathematician. 
The  man,  the  political  dreamer,  who  pays  no  attention  to  them, 
may  be  fit,  for  aught  we  know,  to  frame  a  government  out  of 
moonshine  for  the  inhabitants  of  Utopia;  but,  if  we  might  choose 
our  own  teachers  in  political  wisdom,  we  should  decidedly  prefer 
those  who  have  an  eye  for  facts  as  well  as  abstractions.  K  we 
may  borrow  a  figure  from  Mr.  Macaulay,  the  legislator  who  sees 
no  difference  among  men,  but  proposes  the  same  kind  of  govern- 
ment for  all,  acts  about  as  wisely  as  a  tailor  who  should  measure 
the  Apollo  Belvidere  to  cut  clothes  for  all  his  customers — ^for  the 
pigmies  as  well  as  for  the  giants. 
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§  VI.   The  sixth  faZlacy  of  the  aholitionist. 

It  is  asserted  by  Dr.  Wayland  that  the  inBtitution  of  slavery  is 
condemned  as  ^^a  violation  of  the  plainest  dictates  of  natural 
justice,"  by  "  the  natural  conscience  of  man,  from  at  least  as  far 
back  as  the  time  of  Aristotle."  If  any  one  should  infer  that 
Aristotle  himself  condemned  the  institution  of  slavery,  he  would 
be  grossly  deceived ;  for  it  is  known  to  every  one  who  has  read 
the  Politics  of  Aristotle  that  he  is,  under  certain  circumstances, 
a  strenuous  advocate  of  the  natural  justice,  as  well  as  of  the 
political  wisdom,  of  slavery.  Hence  we  shall  suppose  that  Dr. 
Wayland  does  not  mean  to  include  Aristotle  in  his  broad  asser- 
tion, but  only  those  who  came  after  him.  Even  in  this  sense,  or 
to  this  extent,  his  positive  assertion  is  so  diametrically  opposed  to 
the  plainest  facts  of  history,  that  it  is  difficult  to  conceive  how  ho 
could  have  persuaded  himself  of  its  truth.  It  is  certain  tliat,  on 
other  occasions,  he  was  perfectly  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  natural 
conscience  of  man,  from  the  time  of  Aristotle  down  to  that  of  the 
Christian  era,  was  in  favor  of  the  institution  of  slavery ;  for  as 
often  as  it  has  served  his  purpose  to  assert  this  fact,  he  has  not 
hesitated  to  do  so.  Thus,  "  the  universal  existence  of  slavery  at 
the  time  of  Christ,"  says  he,  "took  its  origin  from  the  moral 
darkness  of  the  age.  The  immortality  of  the  soul  was  unknown. 
Out  of  the  Hebrew  nation  not  a  man  on  earth  had  any  true  con- 
ception of  the  character  of  the  Deity  or  of  our  relations  and  obli- 
gations to  him.  The  law  of  universal  love  to  man  had  never 
been  h^&rd  of."*  No  wonder  he  here  argues  that  slavery 
received  the  universal  sanction  of  the  heathen  worlds  since  so 
great  was  the  moral  darkness  in  which  they  were  involved.  This 
darkness  was  so  great,  if  we  may  believe  the  author,  that  the  men 
of  one  nation  esteemed  those  of  another  "  as  by  nature  foes,  whom 
they  had  a  right"  not  only  "  to  subdue  or  enslave,"  but  also  to 
murder  "  whenever  and  in  what  manner  soever  they  were  able."t 
The  sweeping  assertion,  that  such  was  the  moral  darkness  of  the 
heathen  world,  is  wide  of  the  truth ;  for,  at  the  time  of  Christ, 
no  civilized  nation  "esteemed  it  right  to  murder  or  enslave, 
whenever  and  in  what  manner  soever  they  were  able,"  the  people 
of  other  nations.    There  were  some  ideas  of  natm'al  justice,  even 

*  Letters  on  Slavery,  p.  89.  t  lbi^»  P*  ^2. 
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then,  pmong  men  ;  and  if  there  were  not,  why  does  Dr.  Wayland 
appeal  to  their  ideas  of  natnral  justice  as  one  argument  against 
slavery?  If  the  heathen  world  "esteemed  it  right"  to  make 
slaves,  how  can  it  be  said  that  its  conscience  condemned  slavery  t 
Is  it  not  evident  that  Dr.  Wayland  is  capable  of  asserting  either 
the  one  thing  or  its  opposite,  just  as  it  may  happen  to  serve  the 
purpose  of  his  anti-slavery  argument?  Whether  facts  lie  within 
the  province  of  moral  philosophy  or  not,  it  is  certain,  we  think, 
that  the  moral  philosopher  who  may  be  pleased  to  set  facts  at 
naught  has  no  right  to  substitute  fictions  in  their  stead. 

§  Vil.    The  seventh  fallacy  of  the  aholitionist. 

"Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself,"  is  the  rule  of  action 
which,  in  the  estimation  of  abolitionists,  should  at  once  and  for- 
ever decide  every  good  man  against  the  institution  of  slavery. 
But  when  we  consider  the  stupendous  interests  involved  in  the 
question,  and  especially  those  of  an  intellectual  and  moral  nature, 
we  dare  not  permit  ourselves  to  be  carried  away  by  any  form  of 
mere  words.  We  rmiet  pause  and  investigate.  The  fact  that 
the  dexterous  brandishing  of  the  beautiful  precept  in  question  has 
made,  and  will  no  doubt  continue  to  make,  its  thousands  of  con- 
verts or  victims,  is  a  reason  why  its  real  import  should  be  the 
more  closely  examined  and  the  more  clearly  defined.  The  havoc 
it  makes  among  those  whose  philanthropy  is  stronger  than  their 
judgment — or,  if  you  please,  whose  judgment  is  weaker  than 
their  philanthropy — fiows  not  from  the  divine  precept  itself,  but 
only  from  human  interpretations  thereof.  And  it  should  ever  be 
borne  in  mind  that  he  is  the  real  enemy  of  the  great  cause  of 
philanthropy  who,  by  absurd  or  overstrained  applications  of  this 
sublime  precept,  lessens  that  profound  respect  to  which  it  is  so 
justly  entitled  from  every  portion  of  the  rational  universe. 

It  is  repeatedly  aflSrmed  by  Dr.  Wayland  that  every  slaveholder 
lives  in  the  habitual  and  open  violation  of  the  precept  which 
requires  us  to  love  our  neighbor  as  ourselves,  "The  moral  pre- 
cepts of  the  Bible,"  says  he,  "  are  diametrically  opposed  to  sla- 
very. These  are,  *  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself,'  and 
^  All  things  whatsoever  ye  would  that  men  should  do  unto  you, 
do  ye  even  so  unto  them.'  Now,  were  this  precept  obeyed,"  he 
continues,  "  it  is  manifest  that  slavery  could  not  in  fact  exist  for  a 
single  instant.    The  principle  of  the  precept  is  absolutely  subver- 
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sive  of  the  principle  of  slavery."  If  strong  assertion  were  argu- 
ment, we  should  no  doubt  be  overwhelmed  by  the  irresistible 
logic  of  Dr.  Wayland.  But  the  assertion  of  no  man  can  be 
accepted  as  sound  argument.  We  want  to  know  the  very  mean- 
ing of  the  words  of  the  great  Teacher,  and  to  be  guided  by  that^ 
rather  than  by  the  fallible  authority  of  an  earthly  oracle.  What, 
then,  is  the  meaning,  the  real  meaning,  of  his  inspired  words  ? 

Do  they  mean  that  whatsoever  we  might,  in  any  relation  of 
life,  desire  for  ourselves,  we  should  be  willing  to  grant  to  others 
in  the  like  relation  or  condition?  This  interpretation,  we  are 
aware,  has  been  put  upon  the  words  by  a  very  celebrated  divine. 
If  we  may  believe  that  divine,  we  cannot  do  as  we  would  be  done 
by,  unless,  when  we  desire  tlie  estate  of  another,  we  forthwith 
transfer  our  estate  to  him !  If  a  poor  man,  for  example,  should 
happen  to  covet  the  estate  of  his  rich  neighbor,  then  he  is  bound 
by  this  golden  rule  of  benevolence  to  give  his  little  all  to  him, 
without  regai'd  to  the  necessities  or  wants  of  his  own  family ! 
But  this  interpretation,  though  seriously  propounded  by  a  man  of 
undoubted  genius  and  piety,  has  not,  so  far  as  we  know,  made 
the  slightest  possible  impression  on  the  plain  good  sense  of  man- 
kind. Even  among  his  most  enthusiastic  admirers,  it  has  merely 
excited  a  good-natured  smile  at  what  they  could  not  but  regard  as 
the  strange  hallucination  of  a  benevolent  heart. 

A  wrong  desire  in  one  relation  of  life  is  not  a  reason  for  Of 
wrong  act  in  another  relation  thereof.  A  man  may  desire  the 
estate,  he  may  desire  the  man-servant,  or  the  maid-servant,  or  the 
wife  of  his  neighbor,  but  this  is  no  reason  why  he  should  abandon 
his  own  man-servant,  or  his  maid-servant,  or  his  wife  to  the  will 
of  another.  The  criminal  who  trembles  at  the  bar  of  justice  may 
desire  both  judge  and  jury  to  acquit  him,  but  this  is  no  reason 
why,  if  acting  in  the  capacity  of  either  judge  or  juror,  he  should 
bring  in  a  verdict  of  acquittal  in  favor  of  one  justly  accused  of 
crime.  If  we  would  apply  the  rule  in  question  aright,  we  should 
consider,  not  what  we  might  wish  or  desire  if  placed  in  the  situa- 
tion of  another,  but  what  we  ought  to  wish  or  desire. 

li*  a  man  were  a  child,  he  might  wish  to  be  exempt  from  the 
wholesome  restraint  of  his  parents ;  but  this,  as  every  one  will 
admit,  is  no  reason  why  he  should  abandon  his  own  children  to 
themselves.  In  like  manner,  if  he  were  a  slave,  he  might  most 
vehemently  desire  freedom ;  bdt  this  is  no  reason  why  he  should 
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set  his  slaves  at  liberty.  The  whole  question  of  right  turns  upon 
what  he  ought  to  wish  or  desire  if  placed  in  such  a  condition. 
If  he  were  an  intelligent,  cultivated,  civilized  man, — ^in  one  word, 
if  he  were  fit  for  freedom, — then  his  desire  for  liberty  would  be  a 
rational  desire,  would  be  such  a  feeling  as  he  ought  to  cherish ; 
and  hence,  he  should  be  willing  to  extend  the  same  blessing  to  all 
other  intelligent,  cultivated,  civilized  men,  to  all  such  as  are  pre- 
pared for  its  enjoyment.  Such  is  the  sentiment  which  he  should 
entertain,  and  such  is  precisely  the  sentiment  entertained  at  the 
South.  No  one  here  proposes  to  red«ce  any  one  to  slavery,  much 
less  those  who  are  qualified  for  freedom ;  and  hence  the  inquiry 
60  often  propounded  by  Dr.  Wayland  and  other  abolitionists,  how 
we  would  like  to  be  subjected  to  bondage,  is  a  grand  imperti- 
nence. We  should  like  it  as  little  as  themselves ;  and  in  this 
respect  we  shall  do  as  we  would  be  done  by. 

But  suppose  we  were  veritable  slaves — slaves  in  character  and 
in  disposition  as  well  as  in  fact — and  as  unfit  for  freedom  as  the 
Africans  of  the  South — what  ought  we  then  to  wish  or  desire  ? 
Ought  we  to  desire  freedom  ?  We  answer,  no ;  because  on  that 
supposition  freedom  would  be  a  curse  and  not  a  blessing.  Dr. 
Wayland  himself  admits  that  "  it  is  very  likely  "  freedom  would 
be  "the  greatest  possible  injury"  to  the  slaves  of  the  South. 
Hence,  we  cannot  perceive  that  if  we  were  such  as  they,  we 
ought  to  desire  so  great  an  evil  to  ourselves.  It  would  indeed  be 
to  desire  "  the  greatest  possible  injury  "  to  ourselves ;  and  though, 
as  ignorant  and  blind  slaves,  we  might  cherish  so  foolish  a  desire, 
especially  if  instigated  by  abolitionists,  yet  this  is  no  reason  why, 
as  enlightened  citizens,  we  should  be  willing  to  inflict  the  same 
great  evil  upon  others.  A  foolish  desire^  we  repeat^  in  one  rela- 
tion of  life^  is  not]  a  good  reason  for  a  foolish  or  injurious  act 
in  another  relation  thereof. 

The  precept  which  requires  us  to  do  as  we  would  be  done  by, 
was  intended  to  enlighten  the  conscience.  It  is  used  by  abolition- 
ists to  hoodwink  and  deceive  the  conscience.  This  precept  directs 
us  to  conceive  ourselves  placed  in  the  condition  of  others,  in  order 
that  we  may  the  more  clearly  perceive  what  is  due  to  them.  The 
abolitionist  employs  it  to  convince  us  that,  because  we  desire 
liberty  for  ourselves,  we  should  extend  it  to  all  men,  even  to 
those  who  are  not  qualified  for  its  enjoyment,  and  to  whom  it 
would  prove  "  the  greatest  possible  injury."    He  employs  it  not 
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to  show  us  what  is  dne  to  others,  but  to  persuade  us  to  injure 
thjem  1  He  may  deceive  himself;  but  so  long  as  we  believe  what 
even  he  admits  as  highly  probable — namely,  that  the  "  abolition 
of  slavery  would  be  the  greatest  possible  injury  to  the  slaves 
themselves" — we  shall  never  use  the  divine  precept  as  an  instru- 
ment of  delusion  and  of  wrong.  Wliat!  inflict  the  greatest 
injury  on  our  neighbor,  and  that,  too,  out  of  pure  Christiwi 
charity  ? 

But  we  need  not  argue  with  the  abolitionist  upon  his  own 
admissions.  We  have  infinitely  stronger  ground  to  stand  on.  The 
•precept,  "  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself,"  is  to  be  found 
in  the  Old  Testament  as  well  as  in  the  New.  Thus,  in  the  nine- 
teenth chapter  of  Leviticus,  it  is  said,  "Thou  shalt  love  thy 
neighbor  as  tliyself ;"  and'  no  greater  love  than  this  is  any  where 
inculcated  in  the  New  Testament.  Yet  in  the  twenty-fifth  chapter 
of  the  same  book,  it  is  written,  "Of  the  children  of  the  strangers 
that  do  sojourn  among  you,  of  them  shall  ye  buy,  and  of  their 
families  that  are  with  you,  which  they  begat  in  your  land :  and 
they  shall  be  your  possession.  And  ye  shall  take  them  as  an 
inheritance  for  your  children  after  you,  to  inherit  them  for  a  pos- 
session; they  shall  be  your  bondmen  forever."  This  language 
is  too  plain  for  controversy.  In  regard  to  this  very  passage,  in 
which  the  Hebrews  are  commanded  to  enter  upon  and  take  pos- 
session of  the  land  of  the  Canaanites,  Dr.  Wayland  himself  is 
constrained  to  admit — "The  authority  to  take  them  as  slaves 
seems  to  be  a  part  of  this  original,  peculiar,  and  I  may  perhaps 
say,  anomalous  grant."*  Now,  if  the  principle  of  slavery,  and 
the  principle  of  the  precept,  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thy- 
self, be  as  Dr.  Wayland  boldly  asserts,  always  and  everywhere  at 
war  with  each  other,  how  has  it  happened  that  both  principles 
are  so  clearly  and  so  unequivocally  embodied  in  one  and  the 
same  code  by  the  Supreme  Kuler  of  the  world  ?  Has  this  dis- 
crepancy escaped  the  eye  of  Omniscience,  and  remained  in  the 
'  code  of  laws  from  heaven,  to  be  detected  and  exposed  by  "the 
author  of  the  Moral  Science"  ? 

We  do  not  mean  that  Dr.  Wayland  sees  any  discrepancy 
among  the  principles  of  the  divine  legislation.  It  is  true  he  sees 
there  the  precept,  "  Thou  shalt  lovjs  thy  neighbor  as  thyself,"  and 

♦  Letters,  p.  50. 
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also  this  injunction,  ''Thou  shalt  buy  them  for  a  possession,"  and 
"They  shall  be  your  bondmen  forever;"  but  although  this  looks 
very  "  anomalous "  to  him,  he  dare  not  pronounce  it  absurd  or 
self-contradictory.  It  is  true,  he  declares,  that  slavery  is  con- 
demned always  and  everywhere  by  "the  plainest  dictates  of 
natural  justice ;"  but  yet,  akhough,  according  to  his  own  admis- 
sion,* it  was  instituted  by  Heaven,  he  has  found  out  a  method  to 
save  the  character  of  the  Almighty  from  the  disgrafe  of  such  a 
law.  He  says,  "I  know  the  word  ^shaW  is  used  when  speaking 
of  this  subject,  but  it  is  clearly  used*  as  prophetic^  and  not  as 
7nandato7*yy  Ay,  the  words  "thou  shalt"  are  used  in  regard  to 
the  buying  and  holding  of  slaves,  just  as  they  are  used  in  the 
commands  which  precede  and  follow  this  injunction.  There  is 
no  change  in  the  form  of  the  expression.  There  is  not,  in  any 
way,  the  slightest  intimation  that  the  Lawgiver  is  about  to  pr©- 
phesy ;  all  seems  to  be  a  series  of  commands,  and  is  clothed  in 
the  same  language  of  authority — "  thou  shalt.^^  Yet  in  one  par- 
ticular instance,  and  in  one  instance  only,  this  language  seems 
^^  clearly  ^^  prophetic  to  Dr.  Wayland,  and  not  mandatory.  Now, 
I  submit  to  the  candid  and  impartial  reader,  if  this  be  not 
egregious  trifling  with  the  word  of  God. 

Dr.  Wayland  forgets  that  ho  had  himself  admitted  that  the 
very  passage  in  question  clothed  the  Hebrews  with  "the  authority 
to  take  slaves. "t  He  now,  in  the  face  of  his  own  admission, 
declares  that  this  language  "  is  clearly  prophetic,"  and  tells  what 
would  or  what  might  be,  and  not  what  ahoidd  or  what  must  be."  . 
The  poor  Hebrews,  however,  when  they  took  slaves  by  the 
authority  of  a  "  thou  shalt "  from  the  Lord,  never  imagined  that 
they  were  merely  fulfilling  a  prophecy,  and  committing  an  abom- 
inable sin. 

This  is  clear  to  Dr.  Wayland,  if  we  may  trust  the  last  expres- 
sion of  his  opinion.  But  it  is  to  be  regretted,  that  either  the 
clearness  of  his  perceptions,  or  the  confidence  of  his  assertions, 
is  so  often  disproportioned  to  the  evidence  before  him.  Thus,  he 
Bays  with  the  most  admirable  modesty,  "  It  seem^  to  me  that  the 
Boul  is  the  most  important  part  of  a  human  being ;  "J  and  yet  he 
peremptorily  and  positively  declares  that  the  very  strongest  lan- 
guage of  authority  ever  found  in  Scripture  "is  clearly  used  as 
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prophetic  and  not  mandatory  1"  He  may,  however,  well  reserve 
the  tone  of  dogmatic  authority  for  such  propositions,  since,  if 
they  may  not  bo  carried  by  assertion,  they  must  be  left  wholly 
without  the  least  shadow  of  support.  But  one  would  suppose 
that  strength  of  assertion  in  such  cases  required  for  its  unembar- 
rassed utterance  no  little  strength  of  .countenance. 

"If  any  one  doubts,"  says  Dr.  Wayland,  "respecting  the 
bearing  of  the  Scripture  precept  upon  this  case,  a  few  plain 
questions  may  throw  additional  light  upon  the  subject."*  Now, 
if  we  mistake  not,  the  feW  plain  questions  which  he  deems  so 
unanswerable  may  be  answered  with  tlie  most  perfect  ease. 
"Would  the  master  be  willing,"  he  asks,  "that  another  person 
should  subject  him  to  slavery,  for  the  same  reasons  and  on  the 
same  gi*ounds  that  he  holds  his  slave  in  bondage  ? "  We  answer, 
IJo.  If  any  man  should  undertake  to  subject  Southern  masters 
to  slavery,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  intellectually  and  morally 
sunk  so  low  as  to  be  unfit  for  freedom  or  self-control,  we  should 
certainly  not  like  the  compliment.  It  may  argue  a  very  great 
degree  of  self  complacency  in  us,  but  yet  the  plain  fact  is,  that 
we  really  do  believe  ourselves  competent  to  govern  ourselves, 
and  to  manage  our  afiaii'S,  without  the  aid  of  masters.  And  as 
we  are  not  willing  to  be  made  slaves  of,  especially  on  any  such 
humiliating  grounds,  so  we  are  not  willing  to  see  any  other  nation 
or  race  of  men,  whom  we  may  deem  qualified  for  the  glorious 
condition  of  freedom,  subjected  to  servitude. 

"  Would  the  gospel  allow  us,"  he  also  asks,  "if  it  were  in  our 
power,  to  reduce  our  fellow-citizens  of  our  own  color  to  slavery  ? " 
Certainly  not.  Nor  do  we  propose  to  reduce  any  one,  either 
white  or  black,  to  a  state  of  slavery.  It  is  amazing  to  see  with 
what  an  air  of  confidence  such  questions  are  propounded.  Dr. 
Channing,  no  less  than  Dr.  Wayland,  seems  to  think  they  must 
carry  home  irresistible  conviction  to  the  heart  and  conscience  of 
every  man  who  is  not  irremediably  blinded  by  the  detestable 
institution  of  slavery.  "Now,  let  every  reader,"  says  he,  "ask 
himself  this  plain  question :  Could  I,  can  I,  be  rightfully  seized 
and  made  an  article  of  property  ? "  And  we,  too,  say.  Let  every 
reader  ask  himself  this  plain  question,  and  then,  if  he  please, 
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answer  it  in  the  negative.  But  what,  then,  should  follow  ?  Whj, 
if  you  please,  he  should  refuse  to  seize  any  other  man  or  to  make 
him  an  article  of  property.  He  should  be  opposed  to  the  crime 
of  kidnapping.  But  if,  from  such  an  answer,  he  should  conclude 
that  the  institution  of  slavery  is  "  everywhere  and  always  wrong," 
then  surely,  after  what  has  been  said,  not  another  word  is  needed 
to  expose  the  ineffable  weakness  and  futility  of  the  conclusion. 

This  golden  rule,  this  divine  precept,  requires  us  to  conceive 
ourselves  placed  in  the  condition  of  our  slaves,  and  then  to  ask 
ourselves.  How  should  we  be  treated  by  the  master?  in  order  to 
obtain  a  clear  and  impartial  view  of  our  duty  to  them.  This  it 
requires  of  us ;  and  this  we  can  most  cheerftiUy  perform.  We 
can  conceive  that  we  are  poor,  helpless,  dependent  beings,  pos- 
sessing the  passions  of  men  and  the  intellects  of  children.  We 
can  conceive  that  we  are  by  nature  idle,  improvident,  and,  with- 
out a  protector  and  friend  to  guide  and  control  us,  utterly  unable 
to  take  care  of  ourselves.  And,  having  conceived  all  this,  if  we 
ask  ourselves,  How  should  we  be  treated  by  the  masters  whom 
the  law  has  placed  over  us,  what  is  the  response  ?  Is  it  that  they 
should  turn  us  loose  to  shift  for  ourselves  ?  Is  it  that  they  should 
abandon  us  to  ourselves,  only  to  fall  a  prey  to  indolence,  and  to 
the  legion  of  vices  and  crimes  which  ever  follow  in  its  train  ?  Is 
it  that  they  should  set  us  free,  and  expose  us,  without  protection, 
to  the  merciless  impositions  of  the  worst  portions  of  a  stronger 
and  more  sagacious  race  ?  Is  it,  in  one  word,  that  we  should  be 
free  from  the  dominion  of  men,  who,  as  a  general  thing,  are 
humane  and  wise  in  their  management  of  us,  only  to  become  the 
victims — the  most  debased  and  helpless  victims — of  every  evil 
way  ?  We  answer.  No !  Even  the  spirit  of  abolitionism  itself 
has,  in  the  person  of  Dr.  Wayland,  declared  that  such  ti-eatment 
would,  in  all  probability,  be  the  greatest  of  calamities.  Wc  feel 
sure  it  would  be  an  infinite  and  remediless  cui'se.  And  as  we 
believe  that,  if  we  were  in  the  condition  of  slaves,  such  treatment 
would  be  so  great  and  so  withering  a  curse,  so  we  cannot,  out  of 
a  feeling  of  love,  proceed  to  inflict  this  curse  upon  our  slaves. 
On  the  contrary,  we  would  do  as  we  so  clearly  see  we  ovght  to 
he  done  hy^  if  our  conditions  were  changed. 

Is  it  not  amazing,  as  well  as  melancholy,  that  learned  divines, 
who  undertake  to  instruct  the  benighted  South  in  the  great  prin- 
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ciples  of  duty,  should  entertain  such  superficial  and  erroneous 
views  of  the  first,  great,  and  all-comprehending  precept  of  the 
gospel  ?  If  their  interpretation  of  this  precept  were  correct,  then 
the  child  might  be  set  fi'ee  from  the  autliority  of  the  father,  and 
the  criminal  from  the  sentence  of  the  judge.  All  justice  would 
be  extinguished,  all  order  overthrown,  and  boundless  confusion 
introduced  into  the  afiairs  of  men.  Yet,  with  unspeakable  self- 
complacency,  they  come  with  such  miserable  interpretations  of 
the  plainest  truths  to  instruct  those  whom  they  conceive  to  be 
blinded  by  custom  and  the  institution  of  slavery  to  the  clearest 
light  of  heaven.  They  tell  us,  "Thou  shouldst  love  thy  neighbor 
as  thyself;"  and  they  reiterate  these  words  in  our  ears,  just  as  if 
we  had  never  heard  them  before.  If  this  is  all  they  have  to  say, 
why  then  we  would  remind  them  that  the  meaning  of  the  precept 
is  the  precept.  It  is  not  a  mere  sounds  it  is  aense^  which  these 
glorious  words  are  intended  to  convey.  And  if  they  can  only 
repeat  the  words  for  us,  why  then  they  might  just  as  well  send  a 
host  of  free  negroes  with  good,  strong  lungs  to  be  our  instructors 
in  moral  science. 

§  Vni.    The  eighth  fallacy  of  the  abolitionist. 

An  argument  is  drawn  from  the  divine  attributes  against  the 
institution  of  slavery.  One  would  suppose  that  a  declaration 
from  God  himself  is  some  little  evidence  as  to  what  is  agreeable 
to  his  attributes ;  but  it  seems  that  moral  philosophei*s  have,  now- 
a-days,  found  out  a  better  method  of  arriving  at  what  is  implied 
by  his  perfections.  Dr.  Wayland  is  one  of  those  who,  setting 
aside  the  word  of  God,  appeal  to  his  attributes  in  favor  of  the 
immediate  and  universal  abolition  of  slavery.  If  slavery  were 
abolished,  says  he,  "  the  laborer  would  then  work  in  conformity 
with  the  conditions  which  God  has  appointed,  whereas  he  now 
works  at  variance  with  them ;  in  the  one  case,  we  should  be 
attempting  to  accumulate  property  under  the  blessing  of  Qod, 
whereas  now  we  are  attempting  to  do  it  under  his  special  and 
peculiar  malediction.  How  can  we  expect  to  prosper,  when  there 
is  not,  as  Mr.  Jefferson  remarks,  '  an  attribute  of  the  Almighty 
that  can  be  appealed  to  in  our  favor'  ?  "*    If  we  may  r^ly  upon 
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his  own  words,  rather  than  upon  the  confident  assertions  of  Dr. 
TVayland,  we  need  not  fear  the  curse  of  God  upon  the  slaveholder. 
The  readiness  with  which  Dr.  Wayland  points  the  thunders  of  the 
diviue  wrath  at  our  heads,  is  better  evidence  of  the  passions  of 
his  own  heart  than  of  the  perfections  of  the  Almighty. 

Again  he  says:  ''If  Jeflerson  trembled  i^r  his  country  when 
he  remembered  that  God  is  just,  and  declared  that,  'in  case  of 
insurrection,  the  Almighty  has  no  attribute  that  can  take  part 
with  us  in  the  contest,'  surely  it  becomes  a  dUcijple  of  Jesus 
Christ  to  pause  and  reflect."  Xow  let  it  be  borne  in  mind  that 
all  this  proceeds  from  a  man,  from  a  professed  disciple  of  Jesus 
Christ,  who,  in  various  places,  has  truly,  as  well  as  emphatically, 
said,  ''  The  duty  of  slaves  is  also  explicitly  made  known  in  the 
Bible.  They  are  bound  to  obedience^  fidelity^  suhmissioji^  and 
respect  to  their  masters,"*  etc.,  etc. 

Such,  then,  according  to  Dr.  Wayland  himself,  is  the  clear  and 
unequivocal  teaching  of  revelation.  And  such  being  the  case,*8hall 
the  real  "  disciple  of  Jesus  Christ "  be  made  to  believe,  on  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Jefferson  or  of  any  other  man,  that  the  Almighty 
has  no  attribute  which  could  induce  him  to  take  sides  with  his 
own  law  ?  If,  instead  of  submission  to  that  law,  there  should  be 
rebellion, — and  not  only  rebellion,  but  bloodshed  and  murder, — 
shall  we  believe  that  the  Almighty,  the  supreme  Ruler  of  heaven 
and  earth,  would  look  on  well  pleased  ?  Since  such  is  the  express 
declaration  of  God  himself  respecting  the  duty  of  slaves,  it  surely 
becomes  a  disciple  of  Christ  to  pause  and  reflect  whether  he  will 
follow  his  voice  or  the  voice  of  man. 

We  owe  at  least  one  benefit  to  the  Northern  abolitionists.  Ere 
the  subject  of  slavery  was  agitated  by  them,  there  were  many 
loose,  floating  notions  among  us,  as  well  as  among  themselves, 
respecting  the  nature  of  liberty,  which  were  at  variance  with  the 
institution  of  slavery.  But  since  this  agitation  began,  we  have 
looked  more  narrowly  into  the  grounds  of  slavery,  as  well  as  into 
the  character  of  the  arguments  by  which  it  is  assailed,  and  we 
have  found  the  first  as  solid  as  adamant,  the  last  as  unsubstantial 
as  moonshine.  If  Mr.  Jefferson  had  lived  till  the  present  day, 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  we  think,  that  he  would  have  been  on  the 
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same  side  of  this  great  question  with  the  Calhonns,  the  Clays, 
and  the  Websters  of  the  country.  We  have  known  many  who,  at 
one  time,  fully  concurred  with  Mr.  Jefferson  on  this  subject,  but 
are  now  firm  believers  in  the  perfect  justice  and  humanity  of  ne- 
gro slavery. 

§  IX.    The  ninth  fallacy  of  the  abolitionist. 

We  have  already  seen  that  the  abolitionist  argues  the  question 
of  slavery  as  if  Southerners  were  proposing  to  catch  freemen 
and  reduce  them  to  bondage.  He  habitually  overlooks  the  fact, 
that  slavery  results,  not  from  the  action  of  the  individual,  but. 
from  an  ordinance  of  the  State.  He  forgets  that  it  is  a  civil  insti- 
tution, and  proceeds  to  argue  as  if  it  were  founded  in  individual 
wron^.  And  even  when  he  rises — as  he  sometimes  does — to  a 
contemplation  of  the  real  question  in  dispute,  he  generally  takes 
a  most  narrow  and  one-sided  view  of  the  subject.  For  he  gen- 
erally takes  it  for  granted  that  the  legislation  which  ordains  the 
institution  of  slavery  is  intended  solely  and  exclusively  for  the 
benefit  of  the  master,  without  the  least  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  slave. 

Thus  says  Dr.  Wayland :  "Domestic  slavery  proceeds  upon 
the  principle  that  the  master  has  a  right  to  control  the  actions — 
physical  and  intellectual — of  the  slave  for  his  own  (that  is,  the 
master's)  individual  benefit,"*  etc.  And  again:  "It  supposes 
that  the  Creator  intended  one  human  being  to  govern  the  phys- 
ical, intellectual,  and  moral  actions  of  as  many  other  human 
beings  aB,  by  purchase,  he  can  bring  within  his  physical  power ; 
and  that  one  human  heing  may  thus  acquire  a  right  to  sacrifice 
the  hajjpiness  of  any  number  of  other  human  beings^  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  his  ot(?/i."t  Now,  surely,  if  this  rep- 
resentation be  just,  then  the  institution  of  slavery  should  be 
held  in  infinite  abhorrence  by  every  man  in  Christendom. 
•  But  we  can  assure  Dr.  Wayland  that,  however  ignorant  or 
heathenish  he  may  be  pleased  to  consider  the  people  of  the 
Southern  States,  we  are  not  so  utterly  lost  to  all  reverence  for  the 
Creator  as  to  suppose,  even  for  a  moment,  that  he  intended  any 
one  hitman  being  to  possess  the  right  of  sacrificing  the  happi- 
ness of  his  fellow-men  to  his  own.    We  can  assure  him  that  we 
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are  not  quite  so  dead  to  every  sentiment  of  political  justice,  as  to 
imagine  that  any  legislation  which  intends  to  benefit  the  one  at 
the  expense  of  the  many  is  otherwise  than  unequal  and  iniquitous 
in  the  extreme.  There  is  some  little  sense  of  justice  left  among 
us  yet ;  and  hence  we  approve  of  no  institution  or  law  which 
proceeds  on  the  monstrous  principle  that  any  one  man  has,  or 
can  have,  the  "  right  to  sacrifice  the  happiness  of  any  number 
of  other  human  beings  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  his  own?^ 
We  recognize  no  such  right.  It  is  as  vehemently  abhorred  and 
condemned  by  us  as  it  can  be  abhorred  and  condemned  by  the 
author  himself. 

In  thus  taking  it  for  granted,  as  Dr.  Wayland  so  coolly  does, 
that  the  institution  in  question  is  "intended"  to  sacrifice  the 
happiness  of  the  slaves  to  the  selfish  interest  of  tlie  master,  he 
incontinently  begs  the  whole  question.  Let  him  establish  this 
point,  and  the  whole  controversy  will  be  at  an  end.  But  let  him 
not  hope  to  establish  any  thing,  or  to  satisfy  any  one,  by  assum- 
ing the  very  point  in  dispute,  and  then  proceed  to  demolish  what 
every  man  at  the  South  condemns  no  less  than  himself.  Surely, 
no  one  who  has  looked  at  both  sides  of  this  great  question  can  be 
ignorant  that  the  legislation  of  the  South  proceeds  on  the  principle 
that  slavery  is  beneficial,  not  to  the  master  only,  but  also  and 
especially  to  the  slave.  Surely,  no  one  who  has  either  an  eye  or 
an  ear  for  facts  can  be  ignorant  that  the  institution  of  slavery  is 
based  on  the  ground,  or  principle,  that  it  is  beneficial,  not  only  to 
the  parts,  but  also  to  the  whole,  of  the  society  in  which  it  exists. 
This  ground,  or  principle,  is  set  forth  in  every  defense  of  slavery 
by  the  writers  and  speakers  of  the  South ;  it  is  so  clearly  and  so 
unequivocally  set  forth,  that  he  who  runs  may  read.  Why,  then, 
is  it  overlooked  by  Dr.  Wayland  ?  Why  is  he  pleased  to  imagine 
that  he  is  combating  Southern  principles,  when,  in  reality,  he  is 
merely  combating  the  monstrous  figment,  the  distorted  concep- 
tion of  his  own  brain, — namely,  the  right  of  one  man  to  sacrifice 
the  happiness  of  multitudes  to  his  own  will  and  pleasure  ?  Is  it 
because  facts  do  not  lie  within  the  province  of  the  moral  philo- 
sopher ?  Is  it  because  fiction  alone  is  worthy  of  his  attention  ? 
Or  is  it  because  a  blind,  partisan  zeal  has  so  far  taken  possession 
of  his  very  understanding,  that  he  finds  it  impossible  to  speak  of 
the  institution  of  slavery,  except  in  the  language  of  the  grossest 
misrepresentation  ? 
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§  X.  The  tenths  eleventh^  twelfth^  thirteenth^  fourteenth^  fif- 
teenth^ and  sixteenth  falladea  of  the  abolitionist  /  or  his  seven 
arguments  against  the  right  of  a  man  to  hold  property  in  his 
fellow-man. 

/  "This  claim  of  property  in  a  human  being,"  says  Dr.  Chan- 
/ning,  "is  altogether  false,  groundless.  No  such  right  of  man  in 
man  can  exist.  A  human  being  cannot  be  justly  owned."  The 
only  difficulty  in  maintaining  this  position  is,  according  to  Dr. 
Channing,  "  on  account  of  its  exceeding  obviousness.  It  is  too 
plain  for  proof.  To  defend  it  is  like  trying  to  confirm  a  self- 
evident  truth,"  etc.,  etc.  Yet  he  advances  no  less  than  seven 
"  arguments,"  as  he  calls  them,  in  order  to  establish  this  self- 
evident  position.  We  shall  examine  these  seven  arguments,  and 
see  if  his  great  confidence  be  not  built  on  a  mere  abuse  of  words. 

"The  consciousness  of  our  humanity,"  says  he,  "involves  the 
persuasion  that  we  cannot  be  owned  as  a  tree  or  a  brute."  This, 
as  every  body  knows,  is  one  of  the  hackneyed  commonplaces  of 
the  abolitionist.  He  never  ceases  to  declaim  about  the  injustice 
of  slavery,  because  it  regards,  as  ho  is  pleased  to  assert,  a  man 
as  a  mere  thing  or  a  brute.  Now,  once  for  all,  w^e  freely  admit 
that  it  were  monstrously  unjust  to  regard  or  ti*eat  a  man  other- 
wise than  as  a  man.  We  freely  admit  that  a  human  being  "can 
not  be  owned  as  a  tree  or  a  brute." 

A  tree  may  be  absolutely  owned.  That  is  to  say,  the^owner  of 
a  tree  may  do  what  he  pleases  with  his  own,  provided  he  do  no 
harm  or  injury  with  it.  H^  may  cut  it  down ;  and,  if  he  please, 
he  may  beat  it  as  long  as  he  has  the  power  to  raise  an  arm.  He 
may  work  it  into  a  house  or  into  a  piece  of  fiirnitm'e,  or  he  may 
lay  it  on  the  fire,  and  reduce  it  to  ashes.  He  may,  we  repeat,  do 
just  exactly  what  he  pleases  with  his  ow^n,  if  his  own  be  such  a 
thing  as  a  tree,  for  a  tree  has  no  rights. 

It  is  far  otherwise  with  a  brute.  The  owner  of  a  horse,  for 
example,  may  not  do  what  he  pleases  with  his  own.  Here  his 
property  is  not  absolute;  it  is  limited.  He  may  not  beat  his 
horse  without  mercy,  "for  a  good  man  is  merciful  to  his  beast." 
He  may  not  cut  liis  horse  to  pieces,  or  burn  him  on  the  fire.  For 
the  horse  has  rights,  which  the  owner  himself  is  bound  to  respect. 
The  horse  has  a  right  to  food  and  kind  treatment,  and  the  owner 
who  refuses  these  is  a  tyrant.    Nay,  the  very  worm  that  crawls 
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beneath  our  feet  has  his  rights  as  well  as  the  monarch  on  his 
throne ;  and  just  in  so  far  as  these  rights  are  disregarded  by  a 
man  is  that  man  a  tyrant. 

Hence  even  the  brute  may  not  be  regarded  or  treated  as  a  mere 
thing  or  a  tree.  He  can  be  owned  and  treated  no  otherwise  than 
as  a  brute.  The  horse,  for  example,  may  not  bo  left,  like  a  tree, 
without  food  and  care;  but  he  may  be  saddled  and  rode  as  a 
horse ;  or  he  may  be  hitched  to  the  plough,  and  compelled  to  do 
Lis  master's  work. 

In  like  manner,  a  man  cannot  be  owned  or  treated  as  a  horse. 
He  cannot  be  saddled  or  rode,  nor  hitched  to  the  plough  and  be 
made  to  do  the  work  of  a  horse.  On  the  contrary,  he  should  be 
treated  as  a  man,  and  required  to  perform  only  the  work  of  a 
man.  Tho  right  to  such  work  is  all  the  ownership  which  any  one 
man  can  rightfully  have  in  another ;  and  this  is  all  which  any 
slaveholder  of  the  South  needs  to  claim.  ^ 

The  real  question  is,  Can  one  man  have  a  right  to  the  personal 
service  or  obedience  of  another  without  his  consent?  We  do  not 
intend  to  let  the  abolitionist  throw  dust  in  our  eyes,  and  ^hout 
victory  amid  a  clamor  of  words.  We  intend  to  hold  him  to  the 
point.  Whether  he  be  a  Learned  divine,  or  a  distinguished  sena- 
tor, we  intend  he  shall  speak  to  the  point,  or  else  his  argument 
shall  be  judged,  not  according  to  the  eloquent  noise  it  makes 
or  the  excitement  it  produces,  but  according  to  the  sense  it 
contains. 

Can  a  man^  ihen^  have  a  right  to  the  labor  or  obedience  of 
another  without  his  consent  ?  Give  us  this  right,  and  it  is  all  we 
ask.  We  lay  no  claim  to  the  soul  of  the  slave.  We  grant  to  the 
abolitionist,  even  more  freely  than  he  can  assert,  that  the  ^^  soul 
of  the  slave  is  his  own.-'  Or,  rather,  we  grant  that  his  soul 
belongs  exclusively  to  the  God  who  gave  it.  The  master  may  use 
kini  not  as  a  tree  or  a  brute,  but  only  as  a  rational,  accountable, 
and  immortal  being  may  be  used.  He  may  not  command  him  to 
do  any  thing  which  is  wrong ;  and  if  he  should  so  far  forget  him- 
self as  to  require  such  service  of  his  slave,  he  would  himself  be 
guilty  of  the  act.  K  he  should  require  his  slave  to  violate  any 
law  of  the  land,  he  would  be  held  not  as  a  particeps  cnminis 
Hierely,  but  as  a  criminal  in  the  first  degree.  In  like  manner,  if 
Ixe  should  require  him  to  violate  the  law  of  God,  he  would  be 
guilty — far  more  guilty  than  the  slave  himself— in  the  sight  of 
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heaven.    These  are  trnths  which  are  just  as  well  understood  at 
the  South  as  they  are  at  the  North. 

The  master,  we  repeat,  lays  no  claim  to  the  soul  of  the  slave. 
He  demands  no  spiritual  service  of  him,  he  exacts  no  divine 
honors.  With  his  own  soul  he  is  fully  permitted  to  serve  his 
own  God.  With  this  soul  he  may  follow  the  solemn  injunction 
of  the  Most  High,  "  Servants,  obey  your  masters ; "  or  he  may 
listen  to  the  voice  of  the  tempter,  ''  Servants,  fly  from  your  mas- 
tei-8."  Those  only  who  instigate  him  to  violate  the  law  of  God, 
whether  at  the  North  or  at  the  South,  are  the  men  who  seek  to 
deprive  him  of  his  rights  and  to  exercise  an  infamous  dominion 
over  his  soul. 

Since,  then,  the  master  claims  only  a  right  tq  the  labor  and 
lawful  obedience  of  the  slave,  and  no  right  whatever  to  his  soul, 
it  follows  that  the  argument,  which  Dr.  Channing  regards  as  the 
strongest  of  his  seven,  has  no  real  foundation.  Since  the  master 
claims  to  have  no  property  in  the  "rational,  moral,  and  immor- 
tal "  part  of  his  being,  so  all  the  arguments,  or  rather  all  the 
empty  declamation,  based  on  the  false  supposition  of  such  claim, 
falls  to  the  ground.  So  the  passionate  appeals,  proceeding  on  the 
supposition  of  such  a  monstrous  claim,  and  addressed  to  the 
religious  sensibilities  of  the  multitude,  are  only  calculated  to 
deceive  and  mislead  their  judgment.  It  is  a  mere  thing  of 
words ;  and,  though  "  full  of  sound  and  fury,"  it  signifies  nothing. 
"  The  traflSc  in  human  souls,"  which  figures  so  largely  in  the 
speeches  of  the  divines  and  demagogues,  and  which  so  fiercely 
stirs  up  the  most  unhallowed  passions  of  their  hearers,  is  merely 
the  transfer  of  a  right  to  labor. 

Does  iany  one  doubt  whether  such  a  right  may  exist?  The 
master  certainly  has  a  right  to  the  labor  of  his  apprentice  for  a 
specified  period  of  time,  though  he  has  no  right  to  his  soul  even 
for  a  moment.  The  father,  too,  has  a  right  to  the  personal  service 
and  obedience  of  his  child  until  he  reach  the  age  of  twenty-one ; 
but  no  one  ever  supposed  that  he  owned  the  soul  of  his  child,  or 
might  sell  it,  if  he  pleased,  to  another.  Though  he  may  not  sell 
the  soul  of  his  child,  it  is  universally  admitted  that  he  may,  for 
good  and  sufficient  reasons,  transfer  his  right  to  the  labor  and 
obedience  of  his  child.  Why,  then,  should  it  be  thought  impos- 
sible that  such  a  right  to  service  may  exist  for  life  ?  K  it  may 
exist  for  one  period,  why  not  for  a  longer,  and  even  for  life  ?    If 
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the  good  of  both  parties  and  the  good  of  the  whole  community 
require  such  a  relation  and  such  a  right  to  exist,  why  should  it  be 
deemed  so  unjust,  so  iniquitous,  so  monstrous  ?  This  whole  con- 
troversy  turns,  we  repeat,  not  upon  any  consideration  of  abstract 
rights,  but  solely  upon  the  highest  good  of  all — ^upon  the  highest 
good  of  the  slave  as  well  as  upon  that  of  the  community. 

'*  It  is  plain,"  says  Dr.  Channing,  in  his  first  argument,  "  that 
if  any  one  may  be  held  as  property,  then  any  other  man  may  be 
so  held."  This  sophism  has  been  already  sufficiently  refuted. 
It  proceeds  on  the  supposition  that  if  one  man,  however  incapable 
of  self-government,  may  be  placed  under  the  control  of  another, 
then  all  men  may  be  placed  under  the  control  of  others !  It  pro- 
ceeds on  the  idea  that  all  men  should  be  placed  in  precisely  the 
same  condition,  subjected  to  precisely  the  same  authority,  and 
required  to  perform  precisely  the  same  kind  of  labor.  In  one 
word,  it  sees  no  difference  and  makes  no  distinction  between  a 
Negro  and  a  Newton.  But  as  an  overstrained  and  false  idea  of 
equality  lies  at  the  foundation  of  this  argument,  so  it  will  pass 
under  review  again,  when  we  come  to  consider  the  great  demon- 
stration which  the  abolitionist  is  accustomed  to  deduce  from  the 
axiom  that  "  all  men  are  created  equal." 

The  third  argument  of  Dr.  Channing  is,  like  the  first,  "  founded 
on  the  essential  equality  of  men."  Hence,  like  the  first,  it  may 
be  postponed  until  we  come  to  consider  the  true  meaning  and  the 
real  political  significancy  of  the  natural  equality  of  all  men. 
'We  shall  barely  remark,  in  passing,  that  two  arguments  cannot 
be  made  out  of  one  by  merely  changing  the  mode  of  expression. 

The  second  argument  of  the  author  is  as  follows :  "  A  man 
cannot  be  seized  and  held  as  property,  because  he  has  rights.  .  .  . 
A  being  having  rights  cannot  justly  be  made  property,  for  this 
daim  over  him  virtually  anmds  aU  his  rights.^^  This  argu- 
ment, it  is  obvious,  is  based  on  the  arbitrary  idea  which  the 
author  has  been  pleased  to  attach  to  the  term  property.  If  it 
proves  any  thing,  it  would  prove  that  a  horse  could  not  be  held 
as  property,  for  a  horse  certainly  has  rights.  But,  as  we  have 
seen,  a  limited  property,  or  a  right  to  the  labor  of  a  man,  does 
not  deny  or  annul  all  his  rights,  nor  necessarily  any  one  of  them. 
This  argument  needs  no  further  reftitation.  For  we  acknowledge 
that  the  slave  has  rights ;  and  the  limited  or  qualified  property 
^hich  the  master  claims  in  him,  extending  merely  to  his  personal 
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human  labor  and  his  lawftil  obedience,  toaclies  not  one  of  these 
rights. 

The  fourth  argument  of  Dr.  Channing  is  identical  with,  the 
second.  "That  a  human  being,"  says  he,  "cannot  be  justly  held 
as  property,  is  apparent  from  the  very  nature  of  property.  Pro- 
perty is  an  exclusive  right.  It  shuts  out  all  claim  but  that  of  the 
possessor.  What  one  man  owns  cannot  belong  to  another."  The 
only  difference  between  the  two  arguments  is  this :  in  one  the 
"  nature  of  property  "  is  said  "  to  annul  all  rights ; "  and  in  the 
other  it  is  said  "to  exclude  all  rights !  "  Both  are  based  on  the 
same  idea  of  property,  and  both  arrive  at  the  same  conclusion, 
with  only  a  very  slight  difference  in  the  mode  of  expression ! 

And  both  are  equally  unsound.  True;  "what  one  man  owns 
cannot  belong  to  another."  But  may  not  one  man  have  a  right 
to  the  labor  of  another,  as  a  father  to  the  labor  of  his  sou,  or  a 
master  to  the  labor  of  his  apprentice ;  and  yet  that  other  a  right 
to  food  and  raiment,  as  well  as  to  other  things  ?  May  not  one 
have  a  right  to  the  service  of  another,  without  annulling  or  ex- 
cluding all  the  rights  of  that  other  ?  This  argument  proceeds,  it 
is  evident,  on  the  false  supposition  that  if  any  being  be  held  as 
property,  then  he  has  no  rights ;  a  supposition  which,  if  true,  would 
exclude  and  annul  the  right  of  property  in  every  living  creature. 

Dr.  Ohanning's  fifth  argument  is  deduced  from  "  the  universal 
indignation  excited  toward  a  man  who  makes  another  his  slave." 
"  Our  laws,"  says  he,  "  know  no  higher  crime  than  that  of  reduc- 
ing a  man  to  slavery.  To  steal  or  to  buy  an  Afi*ican  on  his  own 
shores  is  piracy."  "To  steal  a  man,"  we  reply,  is  one  thing; 
and,  by  the  authority  of  the  law  of  the  land,  to  require  him  to  do 
certain  labor,  is,  one  would  think,  quite  another.  The  first  may 
be  as  high  a  crime  as  any  known  to  our  laws ;  the  last  is  recog- 
nized by  our  laws  themselves.  Is  it  not  wonderful  that  Dr.  Chan- 
ning could  not  see  so  plain  a  distinctioD,  so  broad  and  so  glaring 
a  difference  ?  The  father  of  his  country  held  slaves ;  Tie  did  tiot 
commit  the  crime  of  man-stealing. 

The  sixth  argument  of  Dr.  Channing,  "  against  the  right  of 
property  in  man,"  is  "  drawn  from  a  very  obvious  principle  of 
moral  science.  It  is  a  plain  truth,  universally  received,  that  every 
right  supposes  or  involves  a  corresponding  obligation.  If,  then, 
a  man  has  a  right  to  another ^s  person  or  powers,  the  latter  is 
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under  obligation  to  give  himself  np  as  a  chattel  to  the  former." 
Most  assuredly,  if  one  man  has  a  right  to  the  service  or  obedience 
of  another,  then  that  other  is  under  obligation  to  render  that  ser- 
vice or  obedience  to  him.  But  is  such  an  obligation  absurd  ?  Is  it 
inconsistent  with  the  inherent,  the  inalienable,  the  universal  rights 
of  man  that  the  "  servant  should  obey  his  master  ? "  If  so,  then  we 
fear  the  rights  of  man  were  far  better  understood  by  Dr.  Channing 
than  by  the  Creator  of  the  world  aud  the  Author  of  revelation. 

Such  are  the  seven  arguments  adduced  by  Dr.  Channing  to  show 
that  no  man  can  rightfully  hold  property  in  his  fellow-man.  But 
before  we  quit  this  branch  of  the  subject,  we  shall  advert  to  a 
passage  in  the  address  of  the  Hon.  Charles  Sumner,  before  the 
people  of  New  York,  at  the  Metropolitan  Theatre,  May  9,  1866. 
*'  I  desire  to  presenVthis  argument,"  says  he,  "  on  grounds  above 
all  controversy,  impeachment,  or  suspicion,  even  from  slave-mas- 
ters themselves.  Not  on  triumphant  story,  not  even  on  indispu- 
table facts,  do  I  now  accuse  slavery,  but  on  its  character,  as  revealed 
in  its  own  simple  definition  of  itself.  Out  of  its  own  mouth  do  I 
condemn  it."  Well,  and  why  does  he  condemn  it?  Because, 
''  by  the  law  of  slavery,  man,  created  in  the  image  of  God,  is 
divested  of  his  Miman  character  and  declared  to  be  a  mere  chattel. 
That  the  statement  may  not  seem  to  bo  put  forward  without  precise 
authority,  I  quote  the  law  of  two  different  slave  States."  That 
is  the  accusation.  It  ifr  to  be  proved  by  the  law  of  slavery  itself. 
It  is  to  be  proved  beyond  "  all  controversy,"  by  an  appeal  to  "  in- 
disputable facts."  Now  let  us  have  the  facts:  here  they  are. 
"  The  law  of  another  polished  slave  State,  says  Mr.  Sumner, 
"gives  this  definition:  'Slaves  shall  be  delivered,  sold,  taken, 
reputed,  and  adjudged  in  law  to  be  chattels  personal,  in  the  hands 
of  their  owners  and  possessore,  and  their  executors,  administra- 
tors, and  assignees,  to  all  intents,  constructions,  and  purposes 
whatsoever.' " 

Now,  mark;  the  learned  Senator  undertook  to  prove,  beyond 
all  doubt  and  controversy,  that  slavery  divests  the  slave  of  his 
human  character ^  and  declares  him  to  be  a  mere  chattel.  But  he 
merely  proves  that  it  declares  him  to  be  a  "chattel  personal." 
He  merely  proves  that  the  law  of  a  Southern  State  regards  tbe 
slave,  not  as  real  estate  or  landed  property,  but  as  a  "  chattel  per- 
sonal." Does  this  divest  him  of  his  human  character?    Does  this 
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make  him  a  mere  chattel  ?  May  the  slave,  in  consequence  of  such 
law,  be  treated  as  a  brute  or  a  tree  ?  May  he  be  cut  in  pieces  or 
worked  to  death  at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  master  ? 

We  think  that  a  learned  Senator,  especially  when  he  undertakes 
to  demonstrate,  should  distinguish  between  declaring  a  man  to  be 
"  a  chattel  personal,"  and  a  mere  chattel.  No  one  doubts  that  a 
man  is  a  thing;  but  is  he  therefore  a  mere  thing,  or  nothing  more 
than  a  thing  ?  In  like  manner,  no  one  doubts  that  a  man  is  an 
animal;  does  it  follow,  therefore,  that  he  is  a  mere  animal,  or 
nothing  but  an  animal  ?  It  is  clear,  that  to  declare  a  man  may 
be  held  as  a  "chattel  personal,"  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
declaring  that  he  is  a  m^re  chattel.  So  much  for  his  honor's 
"precise  authority." 

In  what  part  of  the  law,  then,  is  the  slave  "  divested  of  his 
human  character? "  In  no  part  whatever.  If  it  had  declared  him 
to  be  a  mere  thing,  or  a  mere  chattel,  or  a  mere  animal,  it  would 
have  denied  his  human  character,  we  admit ;  but  the  law  in  ques- 
tion has  done  no  such  thing.  Nor  is  any  such  declaration  con- 
tained in  the  other  law  quoted  by  the  learned  Senator  from  the  code 
of  Louisiana.  It  is  merely  by  the  interpolation  of  this  little  word 
mere^  that  the  Senator  of  Massachusetts  has  made  the  law  of 
South  Carolina  divest  an  immortal  being  of  his  "  human  char- 
acter." He  is  welcome  to  all  the  applause  which  this  may  have 
gained  for  him  in  the  "  Metropolitan  Theatre."  . 

The  learned  Senator  adduces  another  authority.  "A  careful 
writer,"  says  he,  "Judge  Stroud,  in  a  work  of  juridical  as  well  as 
philanthropic  merit,  thus  sums  up  the  laws:  *The  cardinal  prin- 
ciple of  slavery — that  the  slave  is  not  to  be  ranked  among  sejitient* 
beings,  but  among  things-7-as  an  article  of  property — a  chattel 
personal — obtains  as  undoubted  law  in  all  these  (the  slave)  States.'" " 
We  thus  learn  from  this  very  "careful  writer"  that  slaves  among 
us  are  "  not  ranked  among  sentient  beings,"  and  that  this  is  "  the 
cardinal  principle  of  slavery."  No,  they  are  not  fed,  nor  clothed, 
nor  treated  as  sentient  beings !  They  are  left  without  food  and 
raiment,  just  as  if  they  were  stocks  and  stones !  They  are  not 
talked  to,  nor  reasoned  with,  as  if  they  were  rational  animals,  but 
only  driven  about,  like  dumb  brutes  beneath  the  lash !  No,  no,  not 
the  lash,  for  that  would   recognize  them  as  "sentient  beings  1" 

♦  The  Italics  are  our  own. 
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They  are  only  thrown  about  like  stones,  or  boxed  up  like  chattels ; 
they  are  not  set,  like  men,  over  the  lower  animals,  required  to  do 
the  work  of  men ;  the  precise  work  which,  of  all  others,  in  the 
grand  and  diversified  economy  of  human  industry,  they  are  the 
best  qualified  to  perform !  So  far,  indeed,  is  this  from  being  "  the 
cardinal  principle  of  slavery,"  that  it  is  no  principle  of  slavery 
at  all.  It  bears  not  the  most  distant  likeness  or  approximation  to 
any  principle  of  slavery,  with  which  we  of  the  South  have  any 
the  most  remote  acquaintance. 

That  man  may,  in  certain  cases,  be  held  as  property,  is  a  truth 
recognized  by   a   higher   authority  than  that  of  senators   and 
divines.     It  is,  as  we  have  seen,  recognized  by  the  word  of  God 
Limself.     In  that  word,  the  slave  is  called  the  "possession."*  of 
the  master,  and  even  "his  money."t     Now,  is  not  this  language 
SIS  strong,  if  not  stronger,  than  that  adduced  from  the  code  of 
South  Carolina?    It  certainly  calls  the  "bondman"  his  master's 
*'  money."    Why,  then,  did  not  the  Senator  fi'om  Massachusetts 
denounce  this  language,  as  divesting   "a  man  of  his  human 
character,"  and  declaring  him  to  be  mere  money  ?    Why  did  he 
not  proceed  to  condemn  the  legislation  of  Heaven,  as  well  as  of 
the  South,  out  of  its  own  mouth?     Most  assuredly,  if  his  prin- 
ciples be  correct,  then  is  he  bound  to  pronounce  the  law  of  God 
itself  manifestly  unjust  and  iniquitous.     For  that  law  as  clearly 
recognizes  the  right  of  property  in  man  as  it  could  possibly  be 
recognized  in  words.     But  it  nowhere  commits  the  flagrant  sole- 
cism of  supposing  that  this  right  of  the  master  annuls  or  excludes 
all  the  rights  of  the  slave.     On  the  contrary,  the  rights  of  the 
slave  are  recognized,  as  well  as  those  of  the  master.     For,  accord- 
ing to  the  law  of  God,  though  "a  possession,"  and  an  "inher- 
itance," and  "a  bondman  forever,"  yet  is  the  slave,  nevertheless, 
a  man ;  and,  as  a  man,  is  he  protected  in  his  rights ;  in  his 
rights,  not  as  defined  by  abolitionists,  but  as  recognized  by  the 
word  of  God. 

§  XI.    The  seventeenth  fallacy  of  the  abolitionist ;   or  the 
argument  from  the  Declaration  of  Independence. 

This  argument  is  regarded  by  the  abolitionists  as  one  of  their 
great  strongholds ;  and  no  doubt  it  is  so  in  eflect,  for  who  can 

*  Lev.  chap.  xxy.  f  Ezod.  chap.  xxi.     • 
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bear  a  superior?  Lucifer  himself,  who  fell  from  heaven  because 
he  could  not  acknowledge  a  superior,  seduced  our  first  parents  by 
the  suggestion  that  in  throwing  off  the  yoke  of  subjection,  they 
should  become  "as  gods."  We  need  not  wonder,  then,  if  it 
should  be  found,  that  an  appeal  to  the  absolute  equality  of  all 
men  is  the  most  ready  way  to  effect  the  ruin  of  States.  We  can 
surely  conceive  of  none  better  adapted  to  subvert  all  order  among 
us  of  the  South,  involving  the  two  races  in  a  servile  war,  and 
the  one  or  the  other  in  utter  extinction.  Hence  we  shall  examine 
this  argument  from  the  equality  of  all  men,  or  rather  this  appeal 
to  all  men's  ablioiTcnce  of  inferiority.  This  appeal  is  usually 
based  on  the  Declaration  of  Independence :  "We  hold  these 
truths  to  be  self-evident :  that  all  men  are  created  equal ;  that 
they  are  endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain  inalienable  rights ; 
that -among  these  are  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness." 
We  do  not  mean  to  play  upon  these  woixis ;  we  intend  to  take 
them  exactly  as  they  are  understood  by  our  opponents.  As  they 
are  not  found  in  a  metaphysical  document  or  discussion,  so  it 
would  be  unfair  to  suppose — as  is  sometimes  done — ^that  they  in- 
culcate the  wild  dream  of  Helvetius,  that  all  men  are  created 
with  equal  natural  capacities  of  mind.  They  occur  in  a  declara- 
tion of  independence ;  and  as  the  subject  is  the  doctrine  of  human 
rights,  so  we  suppose  they  mean  to  declare  that  all  men  are 
created  equal  with  respect  to  natural  rights. 

Nor  do  we  assert  that  there  is  no  truth  in  this  celebrated  pro- 
position or  maxim ;  for  we  believe  that,  if  rightly  understood,  it 
contains  most  important  and  precious  truth.  It  is  not  on  this 
account,  however,  the  less  dangerous  as  a  maxim  of  political 
philosophy.  Nay,  falsehood  is  only  then  the  more  dangerous, 
when  it  is  so  blended  with  truth  that  its  existence  is  not  sus- 
pected by  its  victims.  Hence  the  unspeakable  importance  of 
dissecting  this  pretended  maxim,  and  separating  the  precions 
truth  it  contains  from  the  pernicious  falsehood  by  which  its 
followers  are  deceived.  Its  truth  is  certainly  very  far  from  being 
self-evident,  or  rather  its  tnith  is  self-evident  to  some,  while  its 
falsehood  is  equally  self-evident  to  others,  according  to  the  side 
from  which  it  is  viewed.  We  shall  endeavor  to  throw  some  light 
both  upon  its  truth  and  its  falsehood,  and,  if  possible,  draw  the 
lino  which  divides  them  from  each  other. 

This  maxim  does  not  mean,  then,  that  all  men  have,  by  nature, 
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an  equal  right  to  political  power  or  to  posts  of  honor.     No  doubt 
the  words  are  often  understood  in  this  sense  by  those  who,  with- 
out reflection,  merely  echo  the  Declaration  of  Independence ;  but, 
in  this  sense,  they  are  utterly  untenable.     If  all  men  had,'  by 
nature,  an  equal  right  to  any  of  the  offices  of  government,  how 
could  such  rights  be,  adjusted  ?    How  could  such  a  conflict  be 
reconciled  ?    It  is  clear  that  all  men  could  not  be  President  of 
the  United  States  ;  and  if  all  men  had  an  equal  natural  right  to 
that  office,  no  one  man  could  be  elevated  to  it  without  a  wrong  to 
all  the  rest.     In  such  case,  all  men  should  have,  at  least,  an 
equal   chance  to    occupy  the    presidential    chair.     Such  equal 
chance  could  not  result  from  the  right  of  all  men  to  ofier  them- 
selves  as  candidates  for  the  office ;   for,  at  the  bar  of  public 
opinion,  vast  multitudes  would  not  have  the  least  shadow  of  a 
chance.     The  only  way  to  efiect  such  an  object  would  be  by 
fesorting  to  the  lot.     We  might  thus  determine  who,  among  so 
many  equally  just  claimants,  should  actually  possess  the  power 
of  the  supreme  magistrate.     This,  it  must  be  confessed,  would  be 
to  recognize  in  deed,  as  well  as  in  word,  the  equal  rights  of  all 
-tuen.     But  what  more  absurd  than  such  an  equality  of  rights  t 
Xt  is  not  without  example  in  history ;  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
^nch  example  will  never  be  copied.     The  democracy  of  Athens, 
^  ^   is  well  known,  was,  at  one  time,  so  far  carried  away  by  the 
i^ea  of  equal  rights,  that  her  generals  and  orators  and  poets  were 
^E^Iected  by  the  lot.     This  was  an  equality,  not  in  theory  merely, 
l:>ut  in  practice.     Though  the  lives  and  fortimes  of  mankind  were 
'^lins  intrusted  to  the  most  ignorant  and  depraved,  or  to  the  most 
"v^riBe  and  virtuous,  as  the  lot  might  determine,  yet  this  policy  was 
T:>a6ed  on  an  equality  of  rights.    It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  add 
t^liat   this  idea  of  equality  prevailed,  not  in  the  better  days  of  the 
^^thenian  democracy,  but  only  during  its  imbecility  and  cor- 
X"xiption. 

If  all  men,  then,  have  not  a  natural  right  to  fill  an  office  of 

government,  who  has  this  right?    Who  has  the  natural  right,  for 

^^cample,  to  occupy  the  office  of  President  of  the  United  States  ? 

CJcrtainly  some  men  have  no  such  right.     The  man,  for  example, 

^^v^ho  has  no  capacity  to  govern  himself,  but  needs  a  guardian,  has 

Tio  right  to  superintend  the  afiairs  of  a  great  nation.     Though  a 

oitizen,  he  has  no  more  right  to  exercise  such  power  or  authority 

tlian  if  he  were  a  Hottentot,  or  an  African,  or  an  ape.   Hence,  in 

21 
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bidding  such  a  one  to  stand  aside  and  keep  aloof  from  such  high 
oflSce,  no  right  is  infringed  and  no  injury  done.  Nay,  right  is 
secured,  and  injury  prevented. 

Who  has  such  a  right,  then? — such  natural  right,  or  right 
according  to  the  law  of  nature  or  reason  ?  The  man,  we  answer, 
who,  all  things  considered,  is  the  best  qualified  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office.  The  man  who,  by  his  superior  wisdom,  and 
virtue,  and  statesmanship,  would  use  the  power  of  such  office 
more  efiectually  for  the  good  of  the  whole  people  than  would  any 
other  man.  If  there  be  one  such  man,  and  only  one,  he  of  natu- 
ral right  should  be  our  President.  And  all  the  laws  framed  to 
regulate  the  election  of  President  are,  or  should  be,  only  so  many 
means  designed  to  secure  the  services  of  that  man,  if  possible,  and 
thereby  secure  the  rights  of  all  against  the  possession  of  power 
by  the  unworthy  or  the  less  worthy.  Tiiis  object,  it  is  true,  is  not 
always  attained,  these  means  are  not  always  successful ;  but  this 
is  only  one  of  the  manifold  imperfections  which  necessarily  attach 
to  all  human  institutions ;  one  of  the  melancholy  instances  in 
which  natural  and  legal  right  run  in  different  channels.  All  that 
can  be  hoped,  indeed,  either  in  the  construction  or  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  human  laws,  is  an  approximation,  more  or  less  close, 
to  the  great  principles  of  natural  justice. 

What  is  thus  so  clearly  true  in  regard  to  the  office  of  President, 
is  equally  true  in  regard  to  all  the  other  offices  of  government. 
It  is  contrary  to  reason,  to  natural  right,  to  justice,  that  either 
fools,  or  knaves,  or  demagogues  should  occupy  seats  in  Congress ; 
yet  all  of  these  classes  are  sometimes  seen  there,  and  by  the  law  of 
the  land  are  entitled  to  their  seats.  Here,  again,  that  which  is  right 
and  fit  in  itself  is  difierent  from  that  which  exists  under  the  law. 

The  same  remarks,  it  is  evident,  are  applicable  to  governors, 
to  judges,  to  sherifis,  to  constables,  and  to  justices  of  the  peace. 
In  every  instance,  he  who  is  best  qualified  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  an  office,  and  who  would  do  so  with  greatest  advantage  to  all 
concerned,  has  the  natural  right  thereto.  And  no  man  who 
would  fill  any  office,  or  exercise  any  power  so  as  to  injure  the 
community,  has  any  right  to  such  office  or  power. 

There  is  precisely  the  sa^le  limitation  to  the  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise.  Those  only  should  be  permitted  to  exercise 
this  power  who  are  qualified  to  do  so  with  advantage  to  the  com- 
munity ;  and  all  laws  which  regulate  or  limit  the  possession  of 
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this  power  should  have  in  view,  not  the  eqnal  rights  cf  all  men, 
bat  Bolelj  and  exclnsively  the  public  good.  It  is  on  this  principle 
that  foreigners  are  not  allowed  to  vote  as  soon  as  they  land  upon 
our  shores,  and  that  native  Americans  can  do  so  only  after  they 
have  reached  a  certain  age.  And  if  the  public  good  required 
that  any  class  of  men,  such  as  free  blacks  or  slaves,  for  example, 
should  be  excluded  from  the  privilege  altogether,  then  no  doubt 
can  remain  the  law  excluding  them  would  be  just.  It  might  not 
be  equal,  but  would  be  jtist.  Indeed,  in  the  high  and  holy  sense 
of  the  word,  it  would  be  equal ;  for,  if  it  excluded  some  from  a 
privilege  or  power  which  it  conferred  upon  others,  this  is  because 
they  were  not  included  within  the  condition  on  which  alone  it 
should  be  extended  to  any.  Such  is  not  an  equality  of  rights  and 
power,  it  is  true ;  but  it  is  qg  equality  of  justice,  like  that  which 
reigns  in  the  divine  government  itself.  In  the  light  of  that  jus- 
tice, it  is  clear  that  no  man,  and  no  class  of  men,  can  have  a 
natural  right  to  exercise  a  power  which,  if  intrusted  to  them, 
would  be  wielded  for  harm,  and  not  for  good. 

This  great  truth,  when  stripped  of  the  manifold  sophistications 
of  a  fiedse  logic,  is  so  clear  and  unquestionable,  that  it  has  not 
fiuled  to  secure  the  approbation  of  abolitionists  themselves. 
Thus,  atler  all  his  wild  extravagancies  about  inherent,  inalien- 
able, and  equal  rights.  Dr.  Ghanning  has,  in  one  of  his  calmer 
moods,  recognized  this  great  fiindamental  tnith.  "The  slave," 
says  he,  "cannot  rightfully,  and  should  not,  bo  owned  by  the 
individual.  But,  like  every  citizen,  he  u  subject  to  the  commu- 
nity^ AUD  THE  COMMDNriY  HAS  A  RIGHT  AND  13  BOUND  TO  CONTINCE  / 
AU-  SUgn   BESTEAINT8  AS   TTS   OWN   SAFETY  AND   THE  WELL-BEINQ  OF 

THE  SLAVE  DEMANDS."  Now  this  is  all  WO  ask  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  equal  rights.  All  we  ask  is,  that  each  and  every 
individual  may  be  in  such  wise  and  so  far  restrained  as  the  pub- 
lic good  demands  and  no  further.  All  we  ask  is,  as  may  be  seen 
from  the  first  chapter  of  this  Essay,  that  the  right  of  the  individ- 
ual, whether  real  or  imaginary,  may  be  held  in  subjection  to  the 
undoubted  right  of  the  community  to  protect  itself  and  to  secure 
its  own  highest  good..  This  solemn  right,  so  inseparably  linked 
to  a  sacred  duty,  is  paramount  to  the  rights  and  powers  of  the 
individual.    Nay,  as  we  have  already  seen,*  the  individual  can 

*  In  the  first  chapter. 
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have  no  right  that  conflicts  with  this ;  because  it  is  bis  duty  to 
co-operate  in  the  establishment  of  the  general  good.  Surely  he 
can  have  no  right  which  is  adverse  to  duty.  Indeed,  if  for  the 
general  good,  he  would  not  cheerfully  lay  down  both  liberty  and 
life,  then  both  may  be  rightfully  taken  from  him.  We  have,  it  is 
true,  inherent  and  inalienable  rights^  but  among  these  is  neither 
liberty  nor  life.  For  these,  upon  our  country's  altar,  may  be 
sacrificed ;  but  conscience,  truth,  honor  may  not  be  touched 
by  man. 

Has  the  community,  then,  after  all,  the  right  to  compel  "a 
man,"  a  "rational  and  immortal  being,"  to  work?  Let  Dr. 
Ohanning  answer:  "If  he  (the  slave)  cannot  be  induced  to  work 
by  rational  and  natural  motives,  he  should  he  obliged  to  labor^  on 
the  same  principle  on  which  the  vacant  in  other  communities 
is  confined  and  compelled  to  earn  his  bread,^^  Now,  if  a  man 
be  "confined,  and  compelled"  to  work  in  his  confinement,  what 
becomes  of  his  "  inalienable  right  to  liberty  ? "  We  think  there 
must  be  a  slight  mistake  somewhere.  Perhaps  it  is  in  the  Decla- 
ration of  Independence  itself.  Nay,  is  it  not  evident,  indeed, 
that  if  all  men  have  an  inalienable  right  to  liberty,"  then  is  this 
sacred  right  trampled  in  the  dust  by  every  government  on  earth  ? 
Is  it  not  as  really  disregarded  by  the  enlightened  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts,  which  "confines  and  compels"  vagrants  to 
earn  their  bread,  as  it  is  by  the  Legislature  of  Virginia,  which 
has  taken  the  wise  precaution  to  prevent  the  rise  of  a  swarm  of 
vagrants  more  destructive  than  the  locusts  of  Egypt  ?  The  plain 
truth  is,  that  although  this  notion  of  the  "inalienable  right"  of 
all  to  liberty  may  sound  very  well  in  a  declaration  of  independ- 
ence, and  may  be  most  admirably  adapted  to  stir  up  the  passions 
of  men  and  produce  fatal  commotions  in  a  commonwealth,  yet 
no  wise  nation  ever  has  been  or  ever  will  be  guided  by  it  in  the 
construction  of  her  laws.  It  may  be  a  brand  of  discord  in  the 
hands  of  the  abolitionist  and  the  demagogue.  It  will  never  be 
an  element  of  light,  or  power,  or  wisdom,  in  the  bosom  of  the 
statesman. 

"The  gift  of  liberty,"  continues  Dr.  Ohanning,  "would  be  a 
mere  name,  and  worse  than  nominal,  were  he  (the  slave)  to  be 
let  loose  on  society  under  circumstances  driving  him  to  commit 
crimes,  for  which  he  would  be  condemned  to  severer  bondage 
than  he  had  escaped."    If*then,  after  all,  liberty  may  be  worse 
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than  a  mere  name,  is  it  not  a  pity  that  all  men  should  have  an 
^^inalienable  right"  to  it?  If  it  may  be  a  curse,  is  it  not  a  pity 
that  all  men  should  be  required  to  embrace  it,  and  to  be  even 
ready  to  die  for  it,  as  an  invaluable  blessing  ?  We  trust  that 
*'no  man,"  that  "no  rational  and  immortal  being,"  will  ever  be 
80  ungrateful  as  to  complain  of  those  who  have  withheld  from 
him  that  which  is  "worse  than  nominal,"  and  a  curse.  For  if 
such,  aud  such  only,  be  his  inalienable  birthright,  were  it  not 
most  wisely  exchanged  for  a  mess  of  pottage  ?  The  vagrant,  then, 
should  not  be  consulted  whether  he  will  work  or  not.  He  should ' 
be  "confined  and  compelled"  to  work,  says  Dr.  Channing.  Nor 
should  the  idle  and  the  vicious,  those  who  cannot  be  induced  to 
work  by  rational  motives,  be  asked  whether  they  will  remain  pests 
to  society,  or  whether  they  will  eat  their  bread  in  the  sweat  of 
their  brow.  "For  they,  too,"  says  Dr.  Channing,  "should  be 
compelled  to  work."  But  how?  "The  slave  should  not  have  an 
owner,"  says  Dr.  Channing,  "but  he  should  have  a  guardian. 
He  needs  authority,  to  supply  the  lack  of  that  discretion  which 
he  has  not  yet  attained  ;  but  it  should  be  the  authority  of  a  friend, 
an  official  authority,  conferred  by  the  State,  and  for  which  there 
should  be  responsibility  to  the  State."  Now,  if  all  this  be  true, 
is  not  the  doctrine  of  equal  rights,  as  held  by  Dr.  Channing,  a 
mere  dream?  If  one  man  may  have  "a  guardian,"  "an  official 
authority,"  appointed  by  the  State,  to  compel  him  to  work,  why 
may  not  another  be  placed  under  the  same  authority,  and  sub- 
jected to  the  same  servitude  ?  Are  not  all  equal  ?  Have  not  all 
men  an  equal  right  to  liberty  and  to  a  choice  of  the  pursuits  of 
happiness  ?  Let  these  questions  be  answered  by  the  admirers  of 
Dr.  Channing ;  and  it  will  be  found  that  they  have  overthrown 
all  the  plausible  logic,  and  blown  away  all  the  splendid  rhetoric, 
which  has  been  reared,  on  the  ground  of  equal  rights,  against  the 
institution  of  slavery  at  the  South. 

We  are  agreed,  then,  that  men  may  be  compelled  to  work. 
We  are  also  agreed  that,  for  this  purpose,  the  slaves  of  the  South 
should  be  placed  under  guardians  and  friends  by  the  authority  of 
the  State.  Dr.  Channing  thinks,  however,  that  the  owner  is  not 
the  best  guardian  or  the  best  friend  whom  the  State  could  place 
over  the  slave.  On  the  contrary,  he  thinks  his  best  friend  and 
guardian  would  be  an  official  overseer,  bound  to  him  by  no  ties 
of  interest,  and  by  no  peculiar  feelings  of  affection.    In  all  this. 


326  LIBERTY    AND    SLAVERY. 

we  think  Dr.  Channing  greatly  mistaken ;  and  mistaken  because 
he  is  an  utter  stranger  to  the  feelings  usually  called  forth  by  the 
relation  of  master  and  slave.  But,  be  this  as  it  may,  since  such 
are  the  concessions  made  by  Dr.  Channing,  it  is  no  longer  neces- 
sary to  debate  the  question  of  slavery  with  him,  on  the  high 
ground  of  abstract  inalienable  rights.  It  is  brought  "down  to  one 
of  practical  utility,  of  public  expediency. 

And  such  being  the  nature  of  the  question,  we,  as  free  citizens 
of  the  South,  claim  the  right  to  settle  the  matter  for  ourselves. 
We  claim  the  right  to  appoint  such  guardians  and  friends  for  this 
class  of  our  population  as  we  believe  will  be  most  advantageous 
to  them,  as  well  as  to  the  whole  community.  We  claim  the  right 
to  impose  such  restraints,  and  such  only,  hs  the  well-being  of  ©ur 
own  society  seems  to  us  to  demand.  This  claim  may  be  denied. 
The  North  may  claim  the  right  to  think  for  us  in  regard  to  this 
question  of  expediency.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that  if  liberty 
may  be  a  curse,  then  no  man  can,  in  such  case,  have  a  right  to  it 
as  a  blessing. 

If-liberty  would  be  an  equal  blessing  to  all  men,  then,  we  freely 
admit,  all  men  would  have  an  equal  right  to  liberty.  But  to 
concede,  as  Dr.  Channing  does,  that  it  were  a  curse  to  some  men, 
and  yet  contend  that  all  men  have  an  equal  right  to  its  enjoy- 
ment, is  sheer  absurdity  and  nonsense.  But  Dr.  Channing,  as 
we  have  seen,  sometimes  speaks  a  better  sense.  Thus,  he  has 
even  said,  "It  would  be  cruelty,  not  kindness,  to  tlie  latter  (to  the 
slave)  to  give  him  a  freedom  which  he  is  unprepared  to  under- 
stand or  enjoy.  It  would  be  cruelty  to  strike  the  fetters  from  a 
man  whose  first  steps  would  infallibly  lead  him  to  a  precipice." 
So  far,  then,  according  to  the  author  himself,  are  all  men  from 
having  an  "inalienable  right"  to  liberty,  that  some  men  have  no 
right  to  it  at  all. 

In  like  manner.  Dr.  Wayland,  by  his  own  admission,  has  over- 
thrown all  his  most  confident  deductions  from  the  notion  of  equal 
rights.  He,  too,  quotes  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  and 
adds,  "  That  the  equality  here  spoken  of  is  not  of  the  means  of 
happiness,  but  in  the  right  to  use  them  as  one  wills,  is  too  evident 
to  need  illustration."  If  this  be  the  meaning,  then  the  meaning 
is  not  so  evidently  true.  On  the  contrary,  the  vaunted  maxim  in 
question,  as  understood  by  Dr.  Wayland,  appears  to  be  pure  and 
unmixed  error.     Power,  for  example,  is  one  means  of  happiness ; 
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and  80  great  a  means,  too,  that  without  it  all  other  means  would 
be  of  no  avail.  But  has  any  man  a  right  to  use  this  means  of 
happiness  as  he  wills  ?  Most  assuredly  not.  He  has  no  right  to 
use  the  power  he  may  possess,  nor  any  other  means  of  happiness, 
as  he  will,  but  only  as  lawful  authority  has  willed.  If  it  be  a 
power  eonfen*ed  by  man,  for  example,  such  as  that  of  a  chief 
magistrate,  or  of  a  senator,  or  of  a  judge,  he  may  use  it  no  other- 
wise than  as  the  lHW  of  the  land  permits,  or  in  pursuance  of  the 
objects  for  which  it  was  Conferred.  In  like  manner,  if  it  proceed 
from  the  Almighty,  it  may  be  used  only  in  conformity  with  his 
law.  So  far,  then,  is  it  from  being  true  that  all  men  possess  an 
equal  right  to  use  the  means  of  happiness  as  they  please,  that  no 
man  ever  has,  or  ever  will,  possess  any  such  right  at  all.  And 
if  such  be  the  meaning  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  then 
the  Declaration  of  Independence  is  too  evidently  erroneous  to 
need  any  further  refutation.  Unless,  indeed,  man  may  put  forth 
a  declaration  of  independence  which  shall  annul  and  destroy  the 
immutable  obligations  of  the  moral  law,  and  erect  one^s  will  as 
the  rule  of  right.  But  is  an  equal  exemption  from  the  restraints 
of  that  law  liberty,  or  is  it  universal  anarchy  and  confusion  ? 

It  were  much  nearer  the  truth  to  say  that  all  men  have  an 
equal  right,  not  to  act  as  "  one  wills,^' but  to  have  their  wills 
restrained  by  law.  No  greater  want  is  known  to  man,  indeed, 
than  the  restraints  of  law  and  government.  Hence,  all  men  have 
an  equal  right  to  these,  but  not  to  the  same  restraints,  to  the  same 
laws  and  governments.  All  have  an  equal  right  to  that  govern- 
ment which  is  the  best  for  them.  But  the  same  government  is 
not  the  best  for  all.  A  despotism  is  best  for  some ;  a  limited 
monarchy  is  best  for  others ;  while,  for  a  third  people,  a  represent- 
ative republic  is  the  best  form  of  government. 

This  proposition  is  too  plain  for  controversy.  It  has  received 
the  sanction  of  all  the  great  teachers  of  political  wisdom,  from  an 
Aristotle  down  to  a  Montesquieu,  and  from  a  Montesquieu  down 
to  a  Burke.  It  has  become,  indeed,  one  of  the  commonplaces  of 
political  ethics ;  and,  however  strange  the  conjunction,  it  is  often 
found  in  the  very  works  which  are  loudest  in  proclaiming  the 
universal  equality  of  human  rights.  Thus,  for  example,  says 
Dr.  Wayland :  "  The  best  form  of  government  for  any  people 
i%  the  hest  that  its  present  mcrral  condition  renders  practicahle, 
A  people  may  he  so  entirely  surrendered  to  the  influence  of  pas- 
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8ion^  and  so  feebly  influenced  hy  moral  restraints^  that  a  govern^ 
ment  which  relied  upon  moral  resii^aint  could  not  exist  for  a 
day.  In  this  case,  a  snbordiuatc  and  inferior  principle  remains 
— the  principle  of  fear  ^  and  the  only  resort  is  to  a  government 
of  force  or  a  military  despotism.  And  such  do  wo  see  to  be  the 
fact."  What,  tlien,  becomes  of  the  equal  and  inalienable  right 
of  all  men  to  freedom  ?  Has  it  vanished  with  the  occasion  which 
gave  it  birth  ?  i* 

But  this  is  not  all.  "  Anarchy,"  continues  Wayland,  "  always 
ends  in  this  form  of  government.  [A  military  despotism.]  After 
this  has  been  established,  and  habits  of  subordination  have  been 
formed,  while  the  moral  resti*aints  are  too  feeble  for  self-govern- 
ment, an  hereditary  government,  which  addresses  itself  to  the 
imagination,  and  strengthens  itself  by  the  influence  of  domestic 
connections,  may  be  as  good  a  form  as  a  people  can  sustain.  As 
they  advance  in  intellectual  and  moral  cultivation,  it  may  advan- 
tageously become  more  and  more  elective,  and,  in  a  suitable 
moral  condition,  it  may  be  wholly  so.  For  beings  who  are 
willing  to  govern  themselves  by  moral  principles,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  a  government  relying  upon  moral  principle  is  the  true 
form  of  government.  There  is  no  reason  why  a  man  should  be 
oppressed  by  taxation  and  subjected  to  fear  who  is  willing  to 
govern  himself  by  the  law  of  reciprocity.  It  is  surely  better  for 
an  intelligent  and  moral  being  to  do  right  from  his  own  will, 
than  to  pay  another  to  force  him  to  do  right.  And  yet,  as  it  is 
better  that  he  should  do  right  than  wrong,  even  though  he  be 
forced  to  do  it,  it  is  well  that  he  should  pay  others  to  force  him, 
if  there  be  no  other  way  of  insuring  his  good  conduct.-  God  has 
rendered  the  blessing  of  freedom  inseparable  from  moral  restraint 
to*  the  individual ;  and  hence  it  is  vain  for  a  people  to  expect  to 
be  free  unless  they  are  first  willing  to  be  virtuous."  Again, 
''There  is  no  self-sustaining  power  in  any  form  of  social  organi- 
zation.    The  only  self-sustaining  power  is  in  individual  virtue. 

"And  the  form  of  a  government  will  always  adjust  itself  to 
the  moral  condition  of  a  people.  A  virtuous  people  will,  by 
their  own  moral  power,  frown  away  oppression,  and,  under  any 
form  of  constitution,  become  essentially  free.  A  people  sur- 
rendered up  to  their  own  licentious  passions  must  be  held  in  sub- 
jection by  force ;  for  every  one  will  find  that  force  alone  can  pro- 
tect him  from  his  neighbors ;  and  he  will  submit  to  be  oppressed, 
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if  he  can  only  be  protected.  Tims,  iu  the  feudal  ages,  the  small 
independent  landholders  frequently  made  themselves  slaves  of 
one  powerful  chief  to  shield  themselves  from  tlie  incessant  op- 
pression of  twenty." 

Now  all  this  is  excellent  sense.  One  might  almost  imagine 
that  the  author  had  been  reading  Aristotle,  or  Montesquieu,  or 
Burke.  It  is  certain  he  was  not  thinking  of  equal  rights.  It  is 
equally  certain  that  his  eyes  were  turned  away  from  the  South ; 
for  he  could  see  how  even  ^independent  landholders"  might 
rightfully  make  slaves  of  themselves.  After  such  concessions, 
one  would  think  that  all  this  clamor  about  inherent  and  inaHen- 
able  rights  ought  to  cease. 

In  a  certain  sense,  or  to  a  certain  extent,  all  men  have  equal 
rights.  All  men  have  an  equal  right  to  the  air  and  light  of 
heaven ;  to  the  same  air  and  the  same  light.  In  like  manner,  all 
men  have  an  equal  right  to  food  and  raiment,  though  not  to  the 
same  food  and  raiment.  That  is,  all  men  have  an  equal  right  to 
food  and  raiment,  provided  they  will  earn  them.  And  if  they 
will  not  earn  them,  choosing  to  remain  idle,  improvident,  or 
nuisances  to  society,  then  they  should  be  placed  under  a  govern- 
ment of  force,  and  compelled  to  earn  them. 

Again,  all  men  liave  an  equal  right  to  serve  God  according  to 
the  dictates  of  their  own  consciences.  The  poorest  slave  on  earth 
possesses  this  right — ^this  inherent  and  inalienable  right ;  and  he 
possesses  it  as  completely  as  the  proudest  monarch  on  his  throne. 
He  may  choose  his  own  religion,  ^nd  worship  his  own  God 
according  to  his  own  conscience,  provided  always  he  seek  not  in 
such  service  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  others.  But  neither 
the  slave  nor  the  freeman  has  any  right  to  murder,  or  instigate 
others  to  murder,  the  master,  even  though  he  should  be  ever  so 
firmly  persuaded  that  such  is  a  part  of  his  religious  duty.  He 
has,  however,  the  most  absolute  and  perfect  right  to  worship  the 
Creator  of  all  men  in  all  ways  not  inconsistent  with  the  moral 
law.  And  wo  be  to  the  man  by  whom  such  right  is  denied  or 
set  at  naught !  Such  a  one  we  have  never  known  ;  but  whoso- 
ever he  may  be,  or  wheresoever  he  may  be  found,  let  all  the 
abolitionists,  we  say,  hunt  him  down.  He  is  not  fit  to  be  a  man, 
much  less  a  Christian  master. 

But,  it  will  be  said,  the  slave  has  also  a  right  to  religious  in- 
struction, as  well  as  to  food  and  raiment.    So  plain  a  proposition 
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no  one  donbts.  Bat  is  this  right  rcgai*ded  at  the  South?  No 
more,  we  fear,  than  in  many  other  portions  of  the  so-called 
Christian  world.  Our  children,  too,  and  our  poor,  destitute 
neighbors,  often  suffer,  we  fear,  the  same  wrong  at  our  remiss 
hands  and  from  our  cold  hearts.  Though  we  have  done  much 
and  would  fain  do  more,  yet,  the  truth  must  be  confessed,  this 
sacred  and  imperious  claim  has  not  been  fully  met  by  us. 

It  may  be  otherwise  at  the  North.  There,  children  and  poor 
neighbors,  too,  may  all  be  trained  and  taught  to  the  full  extent  of 
the  moral  law.  •  This  godlike  work  may  be  fully  done  by  our 
Christian  brethren  of  the  North.  They  certainly  have  a  large 
surplus  of  benevolence  to  bestow  on  us.  But  if  this  glorious 
work  has  not  been  fully  done  by  them,  then  let  him  who  is  with- 
out sin  cast  the  first  stone.  This  simple  thought,  perhaps,  might 
call  in  doubt  their  right  to  rail  at  us,  at  least  with  such  malignant 
bitterness  and  gall.  This  simple  thought,  perhaps,  might  save 
us  many  a  pitiless  pelting  of  philanthropy. 

But  here  lies  the  difference — ^here  lies  our  peculiar  sin  and 
shame.  This  great,  primordial  right  is,  with  us,  denied  by  law. 
The  slave  shall  not  be  taught  to  read.  Oh  1  that  he  might  be 
taught  I  What  floods  of  sympathy,  what  thunderings  and  light- 
nings of  philanthropy,  would  then  be  spared  the  world  I  But 
why,  we  ask,  should  the  slave  be  taught  to  read  ?  That  he  might 
read  the  Bible,  and  feed  on  the  food  of  eternal  life,  is  the  reply ; 
and  the  reply  is  good. 

Ah  I  if  the  slave  would  only  read  his  Bible,  and  drink  its  very 
spirit  in,  we  should  rejoice  at  the  change ;  for  he  would  then  be 
a  better  and  a  happier  man.  He  would  then  know  his  duty,  and 
the  high  ground  on  which  his  duty  rests.  He  would  then  see, 
in  the  words  of  Dr.  Wayland,  ^^That  the  duty  of  slaves  is  ex- 
plieiily  made  known  in  the  Bible,  They  are  bound  to  obe- 
dience, fidelity,  submission,  and  respect  to  their  masters — ^not 
only  to  the  good  and  kind,  but  also  to  the  unkind  and  froward ; 
not,  however,  on  the  ground  of  duty  to  man,  but  on  the  ground 
of  duty  to  OodP  But,  with  all,  we  have  some  little  glimpse  of 
our  dangers,  as  well  as  some  little  sense  of  our  duties. 

The  tempter  is  not  asleep.  His  eye  is  still,  as  ever  of  old,  fixed 
on  the  forbidden  tree ;  and  thither  he  will  point  his  hapless  victims. 
Like  certain  senators,  and  demagogues,  and  doctors  of  divinity, 
be  will  preach  from  the  Declaration  of  Independence  rather  than 
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irom  the  Bible.  He  will  teach,  not  that  submission,  but  that  re- 
mUince^  is  a  duty.  To  every  evil  passion  his  inflammatory  and 
murder-instigating  appeals  will  be  made.  Stung  by  these  appeals 
and  maddened,  the  poor  African,  it  is  to  be  feared,  would  have  no 
better  notions  of  equality  and  freedom,  and  no  better  views  of  duty 
to  God  or  man,  than  his  teachers  themselves  have.  Such,  then, 
being  the  state  of  things,  ask  us  not  to  prepare  the  slave  for  his 
own  utter  undoing.  Ask  us  not — O  most  kind  and  benevolent 
Christian  teacher ! — ask  us  not  to  lay  the  train  beneath  our  feet, 
that  you  may  no  longer  hold  the  blazing  torch  in  vain  I 

Let  that  torch  be  extinguished.  Let  all  incendiary  publications 
be  destroyed.  Let  no  conspiracies,  na  insurrections,  and  no  mur- 
ders be  instigated.  Let  the  pure  precepts  of  the  gospel  and  its 
sublime  lessons  of  peace  be  everywhere  set  forth  and  inculcated. 
In  one  word,  let  it  be  seen  that  in  reality  the  eternal  good  of  the 
slave  is  aimed  at,  and,  by  the  co-operation  of  all,  may  be  secured, 
and  then  may  we  be  asked  to  teach  him  to  read.  But  until  then 
we  shall  refuse  to  head  a  conspiracy  against  the  good  order,  the 
security,  the  morals,  and  against  the  very  lives,  of  both  the  white 
and  the  black  men  of  the  South. 

We  might  point  out  other  respects  in  which  men  are  essentially 
equal,  or  have  equal  rights.  But  our  object  is  not  to  write  a 
treatise  on  the  philosophy  of  politics.  It  is  merely  to  expose  the 
errors  of  those  who  push  the  idea  of  equality  to  an  extreme,  and 
thereby  unwisely  deny  the  great  differences  that  exist  among  men. 
For  if  the  scheme  or  the  political  principles  of  the  abolitionists  be 
correct,  then  there  is  no  difference  among  men,  not  even  among 
the  different  races  of  men,  that  is  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
statesman. 

There  is  one  difference,  we  admit,  which  the  abolitionists 
have  discovered  between  the  master  and  the  slave  at  the  South. 
Whether  this  discovery  be  entirely  original  with  them,  or  whether 
they  received  hints  of  it  from  others,  it  is  clear  that  they  are  now 
fully  in  possession  of  it.  The  dazzling  idea  of  equality  itself  has 
not  been  able  to  exclude  it  from  their  visions.  For,  in  spite  of 
this  idea,  they  have  discovered  that  between  the  Southern  master 
and  slave  there  is  a  difference  of  color  1  Hence,  as  if  this  were 
the  only  difference,  in  their  political  harangues,  whether  from  the 
stump  or  from  the  pulpit,  they  seldom  fail  to  rebuke  the  Southern 
statesman  in  the  words  of  the  poet:  ^^  He  finds  his  fellow  guilty 
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of  a  skin  not  colored  like  his  own;"  and  "for  such  worthy  cause 
dooms  and  devotes  him  as  his  lawful  prey."  Shame  and  conftision 
seize  the  man,  we  say,  who  thus  dooms  and  devotes  his  fellow-man, 
because  he  finds  him  "guilty  of  a  skinl"  K  his  sensibilities 
were  only  as  soft  as  his  philosophy  is  shallow,  he  would  certainly 
cry,  "  Down  with  the  institution  of  slavery  I"  For  how  could  he 
tolerate  an  institution  which  has  no  other  foundation  than  a  differ- 
ence of  color?  Indeed,  if  such  were  the  only  'difference  between 
the  two  races  among  us,  we  should  ourselves  unite  with  Mr.  Seward 
of  New  York,  and  most  "  affectionately  advise  all  men  to  be  born 
white."  For  thus,  the  only  difference  having  been  abolished,  all 
men  would  be  equal  in  fact,  and  consequently  entitled  to  become 
equal  in  political  rights,  and  power,  and  position.  But  if  such 
be  i;iot  the  only  difference  between  the  white  and  the  black  man 
of  the  South,  then  neither  philosophy  nor  paint  can  establish  an 
equality  between  them. 

Every  man,  wo  admit,  is  a  man.  But  this  profound  aphorism 
is  not  the  only  one  to  which  the  political  architect  should.give  heed. 
An  equality  of  conditions,  of  political  powers  and  privileges,  which 
has  no  solid  basis  in  an  equality  of  capacity  or  fitness,  is  one  of 
the  wildest  and  most  impracticable  of  all  Utopian  dreams.  If  in 
the  divine  government  such  an  equality  should  prevail,  it  is  evident 
that  all  order  would  be  overthrown,  all  justice  extinguished,  and 
utter  conftision  would  reign.  In  like  manner,  if  in  human  govern- 
ment such  equality  should  exist,  it  would  be  only  for  a  moment. 
Indeed,  to  aim  at  an  equality  of  conditions,  or  of  rights  and  powers, 
except  by  first  aming  at  an  equality  of  intelligence  and  virtue,  is 
not  to  reform — it  is  to  demolish — the  governments  of  society.  It 
is,  indeed,  to  war  against  the  eternal  order  of  divine  Providence 
itself,  in  which  an  immutable  justice  ever  regins.  "  It  is  this  aim- 
ing after  an  equality,"  says  Aristotle,  "  which  is  the  cause  of  sedi- 
tions." But  though  Seditions  it  may  have  stirred  up,  and  fierce 
passions  kindled,  yet  has  it  never  led  its  poor  deluded  victims  to 
the  boon  after  which  they  have  so  fondly  panted. 

Equality  is  not  liberty.  "  The  French,"  said  Napoleon,  "  love 
equality:  they  care  little  for  liberty."  Equality  is  plain,  simple, 
easily  understood.  Liberty  is  complex,  and  exceedingly  difficult 
of  comprehension.  The  most  illiterate  peasant  may,  at  a  glance, 
grasp  the  idea  of  equality ;  the  most  profound  statesman  may  not, 
without  much  care  and  thought,  comprehend  the  nature  of  liberty. 
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Hence  it  is  that  equality,  and  not  liberty,  so  readily  seizes  the 
mind  of  the  multitude,  and  so  mightily  inflames  its  passions. 
The  French  are  not  the  only  people  who  care  but  little  for  liberty, 
while  they  are  crazy  for  equality.  The  same  blind  passion,  it  is  to 
be  feared,  is  possible  even  in  this  enlightened  portion  of  the  globe. 
Even  here,  perhaps,  a  man  may  rant  and  rave  about  equality, 
while,  really,  he  may  know  but  little  more,  and  consequently  care 
but  little  more,  about  that  complicated  and  beautiful  structurQ 
called  civil  liberty,  than  a  horse  does  about  the  mechanism  of  the 
heavens. 

Thus,  for  example,  a  Senator*  of  the  United  States  declares  that 
the  democratic  principle  is  ^^  Equality  of  natural  rights,  guaranteed 
and  secured  to  all  by  the  laws  of  a  just,  popular  government.  For 
one,  I  desire  to  see  that  principle  applied  to  every  subject  of  leg- 
islation, no  matter  what  that  subject  may  be — ^to  the  great  question 
involved  in  the  resolution  now  before  the  Senate,  and  to  every  other 
question."  Again,  this  principle  is  ^^  the  element  and  guarantee 
of  liberty." 

Apply  this  principle,  then,  to  every  subject,  to  every  question, 
and  see  what  kind  of  government  would  be  the  result.  AH  men 
have  an  equal  right  to  freedom  from  restraint,  aud  consequently 
all  are  made  equally  free.  All  have  an  equal  right  to  the  elective 
franchise,  and  to  every  political  power  and  privilege.  But  suppose 
the  government  is  designed  for  a  State  in  which  a  large  majority 
of  the  population  is  without  the  character,  or  disposition,  or  habits, 
or  experience  of  freemen  ?  No  matter :  the  equal  rights  of  all  are 
natnral ;  and  hence  they  should  be  applied  in  all  cases,  and  to  every 
possible  "  subject  of  legislation."  The  principle  of  equality  should 
leign  everywhere,  and  mold  every  institution.  Surely,  after  what 
has  been  said,  no  comment  is  necessary  on  a  scheme  so  wild,  on  a 
dream  so  visionary.  "  As  distant  as  heaven  is  from  earth,"  says 
Montesquieu,  ^'  so  is  the  true  spirit  of  equality  from  that  of  extreme 
equality."  And  just  so  distant  is  the  Senator  in  question,  with 
all  his  adherents,  from  the  true  idea  of  civil  and  political  freedom. 

The  Senator  thinks  the  conduct  of  Virginia  ^^  singular  enough," 
because,  in  presenting  a  bill  of  rights  to  Congress,  she  omitted 
the  provision  of  "  her  own  bill  of  rights,"  "  that  all  men  are 
bomf  equally  free  and  independent."   We  think  she  acted  wisely. 


^  Mr.  Chase,  of  Ohio.        f  "By  nature,"  in  the  Origioal  Bill  of  Bightik 


334  LIBERTY    AND    SLAVERY. 

^^^  * 

For,  in  truth  and  in  deed,  all  men  are  born  absolutely  dependent 
and  utterly  devoid  of  freedom.  What  right,  we  ask,  has  the  new 
born  infant?  Has  he  the  right  to  go  where  he  pleases?  He  has 
no  power  to  go  at  all ;  and  hence  he  has  no  more  a  right  to  go 
than  he  has  to  fly.  Has  he  the  right  to  think  for  himself?  The 
power  of  thought  is  as  yet  wholly  undeveloped.  Has  he  the 
right  to  worship  God  according  to  his  own  conscience  ?  He  has 
no  idea  of  God,  nor  of  the  duties  due  to  him.  The  plain  truth 
is,  that  no  human  being  possesses  a  right  until  the  power  or  ca- 
pacity on  which  the  enjoyment  of  that  right  depends  is  suitably 
developed  or  acquired.  The  child,  for  instance,  has  no  right  to 
think  for  himself,  or  to  worship  God  according  to  the  dictates  of 
conscience,  until  his  intellectual  and  moral  powers  are  suitably 
developed.  He  is  certainly  not  born  with  such  rights.  Nor  has 
he  any  right  to  go  where  he  pleases,  or  attempt  to  do  so,  until  he 
has  learned  to  walk.  Nor  has  he  the  right  then,  for,  according 
to  the  laws  of  all  civilized  nations,  he  is  subject  to  the  control  of 
the  parent  until  he  reaches  the  lawful  age  of  freedom.  The  truth 
is,  that  all  men  are  born  not  equally  free  and  independent,  but 
equally  without  freedom  and  without  independence.  "  All  men 
are  born  equals"  says  Montesquieu ;  but  he  does  not  say  they 
"are  born  equally  free  and  independent."  The  first  proposition 
is  true ;  the  last  is  diametrically  opposed  to  the  truth. 

Another  Senator*  seems  to  entertain  the  same  passion  for  the 
principle  of  equality.  In  his  speech  on  the  Compromise  Bill  of 
1850,  he  says  that  "  a  statesman  or  a  founder  of  States  "  should 
adopt  as  an  axiom  the  declaration,  "That  all  men  are  created 
equal,  and  have  inalienable  rights  of  life,  liberty,  and  choice  of 
pursuits  of  happiness."  Let  us  suppose,  then,  that  this  dis- 
tinguished statesman  is  himself  about  to  establish  a  constitution 
for  the  people  of  Mississippi  or  Louisiana,  in  which  there  are 
more  blacks  than  whites.  As  they  all  have  a  natural  and  "  in- 
alienable right "  to  liberty,  of  course  he  would  make  them  all 
free.  But  would  he  confer  upon  all,  upon  black  as  well  as  upon 
white,  the  power  of  the  elective  franchise  ?  Most  certainly.  For 
he  has  said,  "  We  of  New  York  are  guilty  of  slavery  still  by 
withholding  the  right  of  svffrage  from  the  race  we  have  eman- 
cipated."   Surely,  if  he  had  to  found  a  State  himself,  he  would 

♦  Mr.  Seward,  of  New  Ydft. 
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not  thns  be  guilty  of  slavery — of  the  one  odious  thing  which  his 
soul  abhors.  All  would  then  be  invested  with  the  right  of  fluf- 
frage.  A  black  legislature  would  be  the  consequence.  The  laws 
passed  by  such  a  body  would,  we  fear,  be  no  better  than  the  con- 
stitution provided  by  the  Senator — ^by  the  statesman — from  New 
Jork. 

"All  men  are  bom  equal,"  says  Montesquieu ;  but  in  the  hands 
of  such  a  thinker  no  danger  need  be  apprehended  from  such  an 
axiom.  For  having  drank  deeply  of  the  true  spirit  of  law,  he 
was,  in  matters  of  government,  ever  ready  to  sacrifice  abstract 
perfection  to  concrete  utility.  Neither  the  principle  of  equality, 
nor  any  other,  would  he  apply  in  all  cases  or  to  every  subject. 
He  was  no  dreamer.  He  was  a  profound  thinker  and  a  real 
statesman.  "Though  real  equality,"  says  he,  "be  the  very  soul 
of  a  democracy,  it  is  so  difficult  to  establish^  that  an  extreme 
exactness  in  this  respect  is  not  always  convenient^ 

Again,  he  says :  "  All  inequalities  in  democracies  ought  to  be 
derived  from  the  nature  of  the  government,  and  even  from  the 
principle  of  equality.  For  example,  it  may  be  apprehended  that 
people  who  are  obliged  to  live  by  labor  would  be  too  much  im- 
poverished by  public  employment,  or  neglect  the  duties  of  at- 
tending to  it ;  that  artisans  would  grow  ins6lent ;  and  that  too 
great  a  number  of  freemen  would  overpower  the  ancient  cit- 
izens. In  this  case,  the  equautt  in  a  democbaot  mat  be  sup- 
pressed FOR  the  good  of  THE  StATB." 

Thus  to  give  all  men  equal  power  where  the  majority  is 
ignorant  and  depraved,  would  be  indeed  to  establish  equality, 
but  not  liberty.  On  the  contrary,  it  would  be  to  establish  the 
most  odious  despotism  on  earth, — ^the  reign  of  ignorance,  pas- 
sion, prejudice,  and  brutality.  It  would  be  to  establish  a  mere  * 
nominal  equality,  and  a  real  inequality.  For,  as  Montesquieu 
says,  by  introducing  "  too  great  a  number  of  freemen,"  the  "  an- 
cient citizens"  would  be  oppressed.  In  such  case,  the  principle 
of  equality,  even  in  a  democracy,  should  be  "  suppressed  for  the 
good  of  the  State."  It  should  be  suppressed,  in  order  to  shut 
out  a  still  greater  and  more  tremendous  inequality.  The  legis- 
lator, then,  who  aims  to  introduce  an  extreme  equality,  or  to 
apply  the  principle  of  equality  to  every  question,  would  really 
bring  about  the  most  frightfril  of  all  inequalities,  especially  in  a 
commonwealth  where  the  majority  are  ignorant  and  depraved* 
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Hence  the  principle  of  equality  is  merely  a  standard  toward 
which  an  approximation  may  be  made — an  approximation  always  • 
limited  and  controlled  by  the  public  good.  This  principle  should"' 
be  applied,  not  to  every  question,  but  only  to  such  as  the  general 
good  permits.  For  this  good  it  "  may  be  suppressed."  Nay,  it 
must  be  suppressed,  if,  without  such  suppression,  the  public 
order  may  not  be  sustained  ;  for,  as  we  have  abundantly  seen,  it 
is  only  in  the  bosom  of  an  enlightened  public  order  that  liberty 
can  live,  or  move,  or  have  its  being.  Thus,  as  Montesquieu 
advises,  we  deduce  an  inequality  from  the  very  principle  of 
equality  itself;  since,  if  such  inequality  be  not  deduced  and 
established  by  law,  a  still  more  terrific  inequality  would  be  forced 
upon  us.  Blind  passion  would  dictate  the  laws,  and  brute  force 
would  reign,  while  innocence  and  virtue  would  be  trampled  in 
the  dust.  Such  is  the  inequality  to  which  the  honorable  senators 
would  invite  us;  and  that,  too,  by  an  appeal  to  om*  love  of 
equality  I  If  we  decline  the  invitation,  this  is  not  because  we 
are  the  enemies,  but  because  we  are  the  friends,  of  human  free- 
dom.   It  is  not  because  we  love  equality  less,  but  liberty  more. 

The  legislators  of  the  North  may,  if  they  please,  choose  the 
principle  of  equality  as  the  very  "element  and  guarantee"  of 
their  liberty ;  and,  to  make  that  liberty  perfect,  they  may  apply  it 
to  every  possible  " subject  of  legislation,"  and  to  "every  ques- 
tion "  under  the  sun.  But,  if  we  may  be  permitted  to  choose  for 
ourselves,  we  should  beg  to  be  delivered  from  such  an  extreme 
equality.  We  should  reject  it  as  the  veiy  worst  "  element,"  and 
the  very  surest  "guarantee"  of  an  unbounded  licentiousness  and 
an  intolerable  oppression.  As  the  "  element  and  guarantee  "  of 
freedom  for  ourselves,  and  for  our  posterity,  we  should  decidedly 
prefer  the  principle  of  an  enlightened  public  order. 
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CHAPTER  III. 

THE  ARGUMENT  FROM  THE  SCRIPTURES. 

The  Aignment  from  the  Old  Testament — The  Aigoment  from  the  New 

Testament 

In  discussing  the  arguments  of  the  abolitionists,  it  was  scarcely 
possible  to  avoid  intimating,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  grounds  on 
which  we  intend  to  vindicate  the  institution  of  slavery,  as  it 
exists  among  us  at  the  South.  But  these  grounds  are  entitled  to 
a  more  distinct  enunciation  and  to  a  more  ample  illustration.  In 
the  prosecution  of  this  object  we  shall  first  advert  to  the  argument 
irom  revelation  ;  and,  if  we  mistake  not,  it  will  be  found  that  in 
the  foregoing  discussion  we  have  been  vindicating  against  asper- 
sion not  only  the  peculiar  institution  of  the  Southern  States,  but 
mlso  the  very  legislation  of  Heaven  itsel£ 

§  I.    ITie  argumeni from  the  Old  Testament. 

The  ground  is  taken  by  Dr.  Way  land  and  other  abolitionists,  ^\ 
*Chat  slavery  is  always  and  everywhere,  semper  et  vhique^  morally 
"nnrong,  and  should,  therefore,  be  instantly  and  universally  swept 
«iway.  We  point  to  slavery  among  the  Hebrews,  and  say,  There 
Ss  an  instance  in  which  it  was  not  wrong,  because  there  it 
'^received  the  sanction  of  the  Almighty.  Dr.  Wayland  chooses  to 
overlook  or  evade  the  bearing  of  that  case  upon  his  fundamental 
position  ;  and  the  means  by  which  he  seeks  to  evade  its  force  is 
one  of  the  grossest  fallacies  ever  invented  by  the  brain  of  man. 

Let  the  reader  examine  and  judge  for  himself.  Here  it  is : 
^^  Let  us  reduce  this  argument  to  a  syllogism,  and  it  will  stand 
thus :  Whatever  God  sanctioned  among  the  Hebrews  he  sanctions 
for  all  men  and  at  all  times.  Gk>d  sanctioned  slavery  among  the 
Hebrews ;  therefore  God  sanctions  slavery  for  all  men  and  at  all 
times." 

Now  I  venture  to  affirm  that  no  man  at  the  South  has  ever  put 

forth  so  absurd  an  argument  in  favor  of  slavery, — not  only  in 

favor  of  slavery  for  the  negro  race  so  long  as  they  may  remain 

unfit  for  freedom,  but  in  favor  of  slavery  for  all  men  and  for  aU 

22 
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times.  If  such  an  argnment  proved  any  thing,  it  would,  indeed, 
prove  that  the  white  man  of  the  South,  no  less  than  the  black, 
might  be  subjected  to  bondage.  But  no  one  here  argues  in  favor 
of  the  subjection  of  the  white  man,  either  South  or  North,  to  a 
state  of  servitude.  No  one  here  contends  for  the  subjection  to 
slavery  of  any  portion  of  the  civilized  world.  We  only  contend 
for  slavery  in  certain  cases ;  in  opposition  to  the  thesis  of  the 
abolitionist,  we  assert  that  it  is  not  always  and  everywhere 
wrong.  For  the  truth  of  this  assertion  we  rely  upon  the  express 
rauthority  of  God  himself.  We  aflSrm  that  since  slavery  has  been 
[jordained  by  him,  it  cannot  be  always  and  everywhere  wrong. 
And  how  does  the  abolitionist  attempt  to  meet  this  reply?  Why, 
by  a  little  legerdemain,  he  converts  this  reply  from  an  argument 
against  his  position,  that  slavery  is  always  and  everywhere 
wrong,  into  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  monstrous  dogma  that  it 
is  always  and  everywhere  right !  If  we  should  contend  that,  in 
some  cases,  it  is  right  to  take  the  life  of  a  man,  he  might  just  as 
fairly  insist  that  we  are  in  favor  of  having  every  man  on  earth 
put  to  death  !  Was  any  fallacy  ever  more  glaring  ?  was  any  mis- 
representation ever  more  flagrant  ? 

Indeed  we  should  have  supposed  that  Dr.  Wayland  might  have 
seen  that  his  representation  is  not  a  fair  one,  if  he  had  not 
assured  us  of  the  contrary.  We  should  have  supposed  that  he 
might  have  distinguished  between  an  argument  in  favor  of 
slavery  for  the  lowest  grade  of  the  ignorant  and  debased,  and  an 
argument  in  favor  of  slavery  for  all  men  and  all  times,  if  he  had 
not  assured  us  that  he  possesses  no  capacity  to  make  it.  For  after 
having  twisted  the  plea  of  tlie  most  enlightened  statesmen  of  the 
South  into  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  universal  subjection  of 
mankind  to  slavery,  he  coolly  adds,  "I  believe  that  in  these 
words  I  express  the  argument  correctly.  If  I  do  not,  it  is  solely 
because  I  do  not  know  how  to  state  it  more  correctly."  Is  it  pos- 
sible Dr.  Wayland  could  not  distinguish  between  the  principle  of 
slavery  for  some  men  and  the  principle  of  slavery  for  all  men  ? 
between  the  proposition  that  the  ignorant,  the  idle,  and  the  de- 
based may  be  subjected  to  servitude,  and  the  idea  that  all  men, 
even  the  most  enlightened  and  free,  may  be  reduced  to  bondage  ? 
If  he  had  not  positively  declared  that  he  possessed  no  such  ca- 
pacity, we  should  most  certainly  have  entertained  a  different 
opinion.  ^ 
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It  will  not  be  denied,  we  presume,  that  the  very  best  men, 
whose  lives  are  recorded  in  the  Old  Testament,  were  the  owners 
and  holders  of  slaves.  "  I  grant  at  once,"  says  Dr.  Wayland, 
*'that  the  Hebrews  held  slaves  from  the  time  of  the  conquest  of 
Canaan,  and  that  Abraham  and  the  patriarchs  held  them,  many 
centuries  before.     I  gi*ant  also  that  Moses  enacted  laws  with 

special  reference  to  that  relation I  wonder  that  any  should 

have  had  the  hardihood  to  deny  so  plain  a  matter  of  record.  I 
should  almost  as  soon  deny  the  delivery  of  the  ten  command- 
ments to  Moses." 

Now,  is  it  not  wonderful  that  directly  in  the  face  of  "  so  plain 
a  matter  of  record,"  a  pious  Presbyterian  pastor  should  have  been 
arraigne<l  by  abolitionists,  not  for  holding  slaves,  but  for  daring 
to  be  so  far  a  freeman  as  to  express  his  convictions  on  the  subject 
of  slavery  ?  Most  abolitionists  must  have  found  themselves  a  little 
embarrassed  in  such  a  proceeding.  For  \Jiere  was  the  fact,  star- 
ing them  in  the  face,  that  Abraham  himself,  "the  friend  of  God" 
and  the  "father  of  the  faithful,"  was  the  owner  and  holder  <rf 
more  than  a  thousand  slaves.  How,  then,  could  these  professing 
Christians  proceed  to  condemn  and  excommunicate  a  poor  brother 
for  having  merely  approved  what  Abraham  had  practiced  ?  Of 
all  the  good  men  of  old,  Abraham  was  the  most  eminent.  The 
sublimity  of  his  faith  and  the  fervor  of  his  piety  has,  by  the  un- 
erring voice  of  inspiration  itself,  been  held  up  as  a  model  for  the 
imitation  of  all  futurcages.  How,  then,  could  a  parcel  of  poor 
common  saints  presume,  without  blushing,  to  cry  and  condemn 
one  of  tlieir  number  because  he  was  no  better  than  "Father 
Abraham?"  This  was  the  diflSculty ;  and,  but  for  a  very  happy 
discovery,  it  must  have  been  an  exceedingly  perplexing  one.  But 
"Necessity  is  the  mother  of  invention."  On  this  trying  occasion 
she  conceived  the  happy  thought  that  the  plain  matter  of  record 
"was  all  a  ndistake ;"  that  Abraham  never  owned  a  slave ;  that, 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  "a  prince,"  and  the  "men  whom  he 
bought  with  his  money"  were  "his  subjects"  merely!  If,  then, 
we  poor  sinners  of  tlie  South  should  be  driven  to  the  utmost 
extremity, — all  honest  arguments  and  pleas  failing  us, — may  we 
not  escape  the  unutterable  horrors  of  civil  war,  by  calling  onr 
masters  princes,  and  our  slaves  subjects  ? 

We  shall  conclude  this  topic  with  the  pointed  and  powerftil 
words  of  Dr,  Fuller,  in  his  reply  to  Dr.  Wayland:  "Abraham,'' 


340  LIBERTY    AND    SLAVERY. 

says  he,  "was  'the  friend  of  God,'  and  walked  with  God  in  the 
closest  and  most  endearing  intercourse ;  nor  can  any  thing  be 
more  exquisitely  touching  than  those  words,  'Shall  I  hide  from 
Abraham  that  thing  which  I  do  ? '  It  is  the  language  of  a  friend 
who  feels  that  concealment  would  wrong  the  confidential  intimacy 
existing.  The  love  of  this  venerable  servant  of  God  in  his 
promptness  to  immolate  his  son  has  been  the  theme  of  apostles 
and  preachers  for  ages ;  and  such  was  his  faith,  that  all  who 
believe  are  called  'the  children  of  faithful  Abraham.'  This 
Abraham,  you  admit,  held  slaves.  Who  is  surprised  that  White- 
field,  with  this  single  fact  before  him,  could  not  believe  slavery  to 
be  a  sin?  Yet  if  your  definition  of  slavery  be  correct,  holy 
Abraham  lived  all  his  life  in  the  commission  of  one  of  the  most 
aggravated  crimes  against  God  and  man  which  can  be  conceived. 
His  life  was  spent  in  outraging  the  rights  of  hundreds  of  human 
beings,  as  moral,  intellectual,  immortal,  fallen  creatures,  and  in 
violating  their  relations  as  parents  and  children,  and  husbands 
and  wives.  And  God  not  only  connived  at  this  appalling  ini- 
quity, but,  in  the  covenant  of  circumcision  made  with  Abraham, 
expressly  mentions  it,  and  confirms  the  patriarch  in  it,  speaking 
of  those  '  bought  with  his  money,'  and  requiring  him  to  circum- 
cise them.  Why,  at  the  very  first  blush,  every  Christian  will  cry 
out  against  this  statement..  To  this,  however,  you  must  come,  or 
yield  your  position ;  and  this  is  only  the  first  utterly  incredible 
and  monstrous  corollary  involved  in  the  assertion  that  slavery  is 
essentially  and  always  '  a  sin  of  appalling  magnitude.' " 

Slavery  among  the  Hebrews,  however,  was  not  left  merely  to  a 
tacit  or  implied  sanction.  It  was  thus  sanctioned  by  the  express 
legislation  of  the  Most  High :  "  Both  thy  bondmen  and  thy  bond- 
maids, which  thou  shalt  have,  shall  be  of  the  heathen  fhat  are 
round  about  you ;  of  them  shall  ye  buy  bondmen  and  bondmaids. 
Moreover,  of  the  children  of  the  strangers  that  do  sojourn  among 
you,  of  them  shall  ye  buy,  and  of  their  families  that  are  with  you, 
which  they  begat  in  your  land ;  and  they  shall  be  your  possession. 
And  ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for  your  children  after 
you,  to  inherit  them  for  a  possession ;  they  shall  be  your  bondmen 
forever."*  Now  these  words  are  so  perfectly  explicit,  that  there 
is  no  getting  around  them.    Even  Dr.  Wayland,  as  we  have  seen, 

♦  Lev.  XXV.  44,  46,  56. 
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• 
admits  that  the  authority  to  take  slaves  seems  to  be  a  part  of 

"this  original,  peculiar,"  and  perhaps  "anomalous  grant."    No 

wonder  it  appeared  peculiar  and  anomalous.    The  only  wgnder 

is,  that  it  did  not  appear  impious  and  absurd.    So  it  has  appeared 

to  some  of  his  co-agitators,  who,  because  they  could  not  agree 

with  Moses,  have  denied  his  mission  as  an  inspired  teacher,  and 

joined  the  ranks  of  infidelity. 

Dr.  Chauning  makes  very  light  of  this  and  other  passages  of 
Scripture.  He  sets  aside  this  whole  argument  from  revelation 
with  a  few  bold  strokes  of  the  pen.  "In  this  age  of  the  world," 
says  he,  "  and  amid  the  light  which  has  been  thrown  on  the  true 
interpretation  of  the  Scriptures,  such  reasoning  hardly  deserves 
notice."  Now,  even  if  not  for  our  benefit,  we  think  there  are 
two  reasons  why  such  passages  as  the  above  were  worthy  of  Dr. 
Channing's  notice.  In  the  first  place,  if  he  had  condescended  to 
throw  the  light  in  his  possession  on  such  passages,  he  might  have 
saved  Dr.  Wayland,  as  well  as  other  of  his  admirers,  from  the 
necessity  of  making  the  veiy  awkward  admission  that  the  Al- 
mighty had  authorized  his  chosen  {>eople  to  buy  slaves,  and  hold 
them  as  "bondmen  forever."  He  might  have  enabled  them  to 
see  through  the  great  diflSculty,  that  God  has  authorized  his  peo- 
ple to  commit  "a  sin  of  apalling  magnitude,"  to  perpetrate  as 
"great  a  crime  as  can  be  conceived ;"  which  seems  so  clearly  to 
be  the  case,  if  their  views  of  slavery  be  correct.  Secondly,  he 
might  have  enabled  his  followers  to  espouse  the  cause  of  abolition 
without  deserting,  as  so  many  of  them  have  openly  done,  the 
armies  of  the  living  God.  For  these  two  reasons,  if  for  no  other, 
we  think  Dr.  Chauning  owed  it  to  the  honor  of  his  cause  to  notice 
the  passages  of  Scripture  bearing  on  the  subject  of  slavery. 

The  Mosaic  Institutes  not  only  recognize  slavery  as  lawful ; 
they  contain  a  multitude  of  minute  directions  for  its  regulation. 
We  need  not  refer  to  all  of  them ;  it  will  be  suflScient  for  our  pur- 
pose if  we  only  notice  those  which  establish  some  of  the*leading 
characteristics  of  slavery  among  the  people  of  God. 

1.  Slaves  were  regarded  as  property.  They  were,  as  we  have 
seen,  called  a  "possession"  and  an  "inheritance."*  They  were 
even  called  the  "money"  of  the  master.  Thus,  it  is  said,  "if  a 
man  smite  his  servant  or  his  maid  with  a  rod,  and  he  die  under 

♦  Lev.  XXV.  44,  45,  46. 
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his  hand,  he  shall  surely  be  punished.  Notwithstanding,  if  he 
continue  a  day  or  two,  he  shall  not  be  punished,  for  he  is  his 
monejr."*  In  one  of  the  ten  commandments  this  right  of  pro- 
perty is  recognized :  "Thou  shalt  not  covet  thy  neighbor's  house, 
thou  shalt  not  covet  thy  neighbor's  wife,  nor  Ma  man-servant,  nor 
Ma  maid-servant,  nor  his  ox,  nor  his  ass,  nor  any  thing  that  is 
thy  neighbors." 

2.  They  might  be  sold.  This  is  taken  for  granted  in  all  those 
passages  in  which,  for  particular  reasons,  the  master  is  forbidden 
to  sell  his  slaves.  Thus  it  is  declared :  "  Thou  shalt  not  make 
merchandise  of  her,  becauBe  thou  hast  humbled  her."  And  still 
more  explicitly :  "  If  a  man  sell  his  daughter  to  be  a  maid-serv- 
ant, she  shall  not  go  out  as  the  men-servants  do.  K  she  please 
not  her  master  who  hath  betrothed  her  to  himself,  then  shall  he 
let  her  be  redeemed:  to  sell  her  to  a  strange  nation,  he  shall  have 
no  power,  seeing  he  hath  dealt  deceitfiilly  with  her.f 

3.  The  slavery  thus  expressly  sanctioned  was  hereditary  and 
perpetual :  "  Ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for  your  chil- 
dren after  you,  to  inherit  them  for  a  possession  ;  they  shall  be 
your  bondmen  forever."  Even  the  Hebrew  servant  might,  by  his 
own  consent,  become  in  certain  cases  a  slave  for  life :  "  If  thou 
buy  a  Hebrew  servant,  six  years  shall  he  serve ;  and  in  the  sev- 
enth shall  he  go  out  free  for  nothing.  If  he  came  in  by  himself, 
he  shall  go  out  by  himself:  if  he  were  married,  then  his  wife 
shall  go  out  with  him.  .  If  his  master  have  given  him  a  wife,  and 
she  have  borne  him  sons  or  daughters,  the  wife  and  the  children 
shall  be  her  master's,  and  he  shall  go  out  by  himself.  And  if 
the  servant  shall  plainly  say,  I  love  my  master,  my  wife,  and  my 
children  ;  I  will  not  go  out  free :  then  his  master  shall  bring  him 
unto  the  judges :  he  shall  also  bring  him  to  the  door  or  unto  the 
door-post,  and  his  master,  shall  bore  his  ear  through  with  an  awl, 
and  he  shall  serve  him  forever y 

Now  it  is  evident,  we  think,  that  the  legislator  of  the  Hebrews 
was  not  inspired  with  the  sentiments  of  an  abolitionist.  The 
principles  of  his  legislation  are,  indeed,  so  diametrically  opposed 
to  the  political  notions  of  the  abolitionist,  that  the  latter  is  sadly 
perplexed  to  dispose  of  them.  While  some  deny  the  authority  of 
these  principles  altogether,  and  of  the  very  book  which  contains 

• 

♦  Exod.  xxi.  20,  21.  f  Exod.  xxi.  7,  8. 
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them,  others  are  content  to  evade  their  force  by  certain  ingenious 
devices  of  their  own.  We  shall  now  proceed  to  examine  some  of 
the  more  remarkable  of  these  cunningly-devised  fables. 

It  is  admitted  by  the  inventors  of  these  devices,  that  God  ex- 
pressly* permitted  his  chosen  people  to  buy  and  hold  slaves.  Yet 
Dr.  Wayland,  by* whom  this  admission  is  made,  has  endeavored  to 
weaken  the  force  of  it  by  alleging  that  God  has  been  pleased  to 
enlighten  our  race  progressively.  If,  he  argues,  the  institution  of 
slavery  among  His  people  appears  so  very  "  peculiar  and  anoma- 
lous," this  is  because  he  did  not  choose  to  make  known  his  whole 
n)ind  on  the  subject.  He  withheld  a  portion  of  it  from  his  people, 
and  allowed  them,  by  express  grant,  to  hold  slaves  until  the  fuller 
revelation  of  his  will  should  blaze  upon  the  world.  Such  is,  per- 
haps, the  most  plausible  defense  which  an  abolitionist  could  possi- 
bly set  up  against  the  light  of  revelation. 

But  to  what  does  it  amount?  If  the  views  of  Dr.  Wayland  and 
his  followers,  respecting  slavery,  be  correct,  it  amounts  to  this : 
The  Almighty  has  said  to  his  people,  you  may  commit  "a  sin 
of  appalling  magnitude ;"  you  may  perpetrate  *'  as  great  an  evil 
as  can  be  conceived ;''  you  may  persist  in  a  practice  which  consists 
in  "  outraging  the  rights"  of  your  fellow-men,  and  in  "  crushing 
their  intellectual  and  moral "  nature.  They  have  a  natural,  inher- 
ent, and  inalienable  right  to  liberty  as  well  as  yourselves,  but  yet 
you  may  make  slaves  of  them,  and  they  may  be  your  bondmen 
forever.  In  one  word,  you^  my  chosen  people,  may  degrade  "  ra- 
tional, accountable,  and  immortal  beings  "  to  the  "  rank  of  brutes." 
Such,  if  we  may  believe  Dr.  Wayland,  is  the  first  stage  in  the 
divine  enlightenment  of  the  human  race  I  It  consists  in  making 
known  a  part  of  God's  mind,  not  against  the  monstrous  iniquity 
of  slavery,  but  in  its  favor !  It  is  the  utterance,  not  of  a  partial 
truth,  but  of  a  monstrous  falsehood  I  It  is  the  revelation  of  his 
wiU,  not  against  sin,  but  in  favor  of  as  great  a  sin  ^'  as  can  bo 
conceived."  Now,  we  may  fearlessly  ask  if  the  cause  which  is  re- 
duced to  the  necessity  of  resorting  to  such  a  defense  may  not  be 
pronounced  desperate  indeed,  t^d  unspeakably  forlorn  ? 

It  is  alleged  that  polygamy  and  divorce,  as  well  as  slavery,  are 
permitted  and  regulated  in,<Ae  Old  Testament.  This,  we  reply, 
proves,  in  regard  to  polygamy  and  divorce,  exactly  what  it  proves 
in  regard  to  slavery, — namely,  that  neither  is  in  itself  sinful,  that 
neither  is  always  and  everywhere  sinful.  In  other  words,  it  proves 
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that  neither  polygamy  nor  divorce,  as  permitted  in  the  Old  Tes- 
tament, is  "  malum  in  ««,"  is  inconsistent  with  the  eternal  and 
unchangeable  principles  of  right.   They  are  forbidden  in  the  New 
Testament,  not  because  they  are  in  themselves  absolutely  and  im- 
mutably wrong,  but  because  they  are  inconsistent  with  the  best 
interests  of  society ;  especially  in  civilized  and  Cliristian  commu- 
nities.    If  they  had  been  wrong  in  themselves,  they  never  could 
have  been  permitted  by  a  holy  God,  who  is  of  purer  eyes  than  to 
behold  iniquity,  except  with  inifinite  abhorrence. 
/        Again,  it  is  contended  by  Dr.  Wayland  that  "  Moses  intended 
to  abolish  slavery,"  because  he  forbade  the  Jews  "  to  deliver  up  a 
j^.   fugitive  slave."     The  words  are  these:  ''Thou  shalt  not  deliver 
unto  his  master  the  servant  that  is  escaped  from  his  master  unto 
thee:  ''He  shall  dwell  with  thee,  even  among  you,  in  that  place 
4  i      which  he  shall  choose  in  one  of  the  gates  where  it  liketh  him  best: 
L    thou  shalt  not  oppress  him."*    "  This  precept,  I  think,"  says  Dr. 
Wayland,  "  clearly  shows  that  Moses  intended  to  abolish  slavery. 
/How  could  slavery  long  continue  in  a  country  where  every  one 
/   was  forbidden  to  deliver  up  a  fugitive  slave?    How  different 
I     would  be  the  condition  of  slaves,  and  how  soon  would  slavery  it- 
\   self  cease,  were  this  the  law  of  compulsoiy  bondage  among  us !" 
The  above  passage  of  Scripture  is  a  precious  morsel  with  those 
who  afe  opposed  to  a  fugitive  slave  law.   A  petition  from  Albany, 
New  York,  from  the  enlightened  seat  of  empire  of  the  Empire 
State  itself,  signed,  if  we  recollect  right,  by  one  hundred  and  fifty 
persons,  was  presented  to  the  United  States  Senate  by  Mr.  Seward, 
praying  that  no  bill  in  relation  to  fugitive  slaves  might  be  passed, 
which  should  not  contain  that  passage.      Whether  Mr.  Seward 
was  enlightened  by  his  constituents,  or  whether  he  made  the  dis- 
covery for  himself,  it  is  certain  that  he   holds  an  act  for  the 
reclamation  of  fugitive  slaves  to  be  "  contrary  to  the  divine  law." 
It  is  certain  that  he  agrees  with  his  constituents,  who,  in  the  peti- 
tion referred  to,  pronounced  every  such  act  "  immoral,"  and  con- 
trary to  the  law  of  God.     But  let  us  look  at  this  passage  a  little, 
and  see  if  these  abolitionists,  who  thus  plant  themselves  so  con- 
fidently upon  "  a  higher  law,"  even  upon  "  the  divine  law  "  itself, 
be  not  as  hasty  and  rash  in  their  interpretation  of  this  law  as  they 


*  Deut.  xxiii.  15, 16. 
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are  accnstomed  to  be  in  their  judgment  respecting  the  most  uni- 
versal and  long-established  institutions  of  human  society. 

In  the  first  place,  if  their  interpretation  be  correct,  we  are  at 
once  met  by  a  "very  serious  diflSculty.  For  we  are  required  to 
believe  that  one  passage  of  Scripture  grants  an  '*  authority  to 
take  slaves,"  while  another  passage  is  designed  to  annul  this  au- 
thority. We  are  required  to  believe  that,  in  one  portion  of  the 
divine  law,  the  right  of  the  master  to  hold  his  slaves  as  ^^  bond- 
men "  is  recognized,  while  another  part  of  the  same  law  denies  the 
existence  of  such  right.  In  fine,  we  are  required  to  believe  that 
the  legislator  of  the  Jews  intended,  in  one  and  the  same  code, 
both  to  establish  and  to  abolish  slavery ;  that  with  one  hand  he 
struck  down  the  very  right  and  institution  which  he  had  set  up 
with  the  other.  How  Dr.  Channing  and  Mr.  Sumner  would  have 
disposed  of  this  difficulty  we  know  full  well,  for  they  carry  within 
their  own  bosoms  a  higher  law  than  this  higher  law  itself.  But 
how  Dr.  Wayland,  as  an  enlightened  member  of  the  good  old 
orthodox  Baptist  Church,  with  whom  the  Scripture  is  really  and 
in  truth  the  inspired  word  of  God,  would  have  disposed  of  it,  we 
are  at  some  loss  to  conceive. 

We  labor  under  no  such  difficulty.  The  words  in  question  do 
not  relate  to  slaves  owned  by  Hebrew  masters.  They  relate  to 
those  slaves  only  who  should  escape  from  heathen  masters,  and  A 
seek  an  asylum  among  the  people  of  God.  "  The  first  inquiry  of 
course  is,"  says  a  learned  divine,*  "in  regard  to  those  very 
words,  'Where  does  his  master  live?'  Among  the  Hebrews,  or 
among  foreigners  ?  The  language  of  the  passage  fully  develops 
this  and  answers  the  question.  'He  has  escaped  from  his  master 
unto  the  Hebrews ;  (the  text  says — tKe^^  i.  e.  Israel ;)  he  shall 
dwell  with  thee^  even  among  you  .  .  .  in  one  of  thy  gates?  Of 
course,  then,  he  is  an  immigrant^  and  did  not  dwell  among  them 
before  his  flight.'  If  he  had  been  a  Hebrew  servant,  belonging  to 
a  Hebrew,  the  whole  face  of  the  thing  would  be  changed.  Res- 
toration, or  restitution,  if  we  may  judge  by  the  tenor  of  other 
property-laws  among  the  Hebrews,  would  have  surely  been  en- 
joined.   But,  be  that  as  it  may,  the  language  of  the  text  puts  it 

*  Moses  Stewart,  a  divine  of  Massachusetts,  who  had  devoted  a  long  and 
laborious  life  to  the  interpretation  of  Scriptare,  and  who  was  by  no  meant  a 
friend  to  the  institution  of  slavery. 
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beyond  a  doubt  that  the  servant  is  a  foreigner^  and  has  fled  from 
a  heathen  master.  This  entirely  changes  the  complexion  of  the 
case.  The  Hebrews  were  God's  chosen  people,  and  were  the  only 
nation  on  earth  which  worshiped  the  only  living  and  true  God 

In  case  a  slave  escaped  from  them  (the  heathen)  and  came 

to  the  Hebrews,  two  things  were  to  be  taken  into  consideration, 
according  to  the  views  of  the  Jewish  legislator.  The  first  was 
that  the  treatment  of  slaves  among  the  heathen  was  far  more 
severe  and  rigorous  than  it  could  lawfully  be  under  the  Mosaic 
law.  The  heathen  master  possessed  the  power  of  life  and  death, 
of  scourging  or  imprisoning,  or  putting  to  excessive  toil,  even  to 
any  extent  that  he  pleased.  Not  so  among  the  Hebrews.  Human' 
ity  pleaded  there  for  the  protection  of  the  fugitive.  The  second 
and  most  important  consideration  was,  that  only  among  the  He- 
brews could  the  fugitive  slave  come  to  the  knowledge  and  worship 
of  the  only  living  and  true  God." 

Now  this  view  of  the  passage  in  question  harmonizes  one  por- 
tion of  Scripture  with  another,  and  removes  every  diflSculty.  It 
shows,  too,  how  greatly  the  abolitionists  have  deceived  themselves 
in  their  rash  and  blind  appeal  to  "  the  divine  law"  in  question. 
"  The  reason  of  the  law,"  says  my  Lord  Coke,  "  is  the  law."  It 
is  applicable  to  those  cases,  and  to  those  cases  only,  which  come 
within  the  reason  of  the  law.  Hence,  if  it  be  a  fact,  and  if  our 
Northern  brethren  really  believe  that  we  are  sunk  in  the  dark- 
ness of  heathen  idolatry,  while  the  light  of  the  true  religion  is 
with  them  alone,  why,  then^,  we  admit  that  the  reason  and  prin- 
ciple of  the  divine  law  in  question  is  in  their  favor.  Then  we 
admit  that  the  return  of  our  fugitive  slaves  is  "contrary  to  the 
divine  law."  But  if  we  are  not  heathen  idolaters,  if  the  God  of 
the  Hebrews  be  also  the  God  of  Southern  masters,  then  the 
Northern  States  do  not  violate  the  precept  in  question — they 
only  discharge  a  solemn  constitutional  obligation — in  delivering 
up  our  "  fugitives  from  labor." 

§  n.    The  argument  from  the  New  Testament. 

The  New  Testament,  as  Dr.  Wayland  remarks,  was  given, 
"  not  to  one  people,  but  to  the  whole  race ;  not  for  one  period, 
but  for  all  time."  Its  lessons  are,  therefoi*e,  of  universal  and 
perpetual  obligation.  If,  then,  the  Almighty  had  undertaken  to 
enlighten  the  human  race  by  degrees,  with  respect  to  the  great 
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sin  of  slavery,  is  it  not  wonderfiil  that,  in  the  very  last  revelation 
of  his  will,  he  has  uttered  not  a  single  syllable  in  disapprobation 
thereof?  Is  it  not  wonderfiil,  that  he  should  have  completed  the 
revelation  of  his  will, — that  he  should  have  set  his  seal  to  the 
last  word  he  will  ever  say  t6  man  respecting  his  duties,  and  yet 
not  one  word  about  the  great  obligation  of  the  master  to  eman- 
cipate his  slaves,  nor  about  the  "  appalling  sin  "  of  slavery  ?  Such 
silence  must,  indeed,  appear  exceedingly  peculiar  and  anomalous 
to  the  abolitionist.  It  would  have  been  otherwise  had  he  written 
the  New  Testament.  He  would,  no  doubt,  have  inserted  at  least 
one  little  precept  against  the  sin  of  slavery. 

As  it  is,  however,  the  most  profound  silence  reigns  through 
the  whole  word  of  God  with  respect  to  the  sinftilness  of  slavery. 
"  It  must  be  granted,"  says  Dr.  Wayland,  "  that  the  New  Testa- 
ment contains  uo precept  prohibitory  of  slavery."  Marvellous  as 
such  silence  must  needs  be  to  the  abolitionist,  it  cannot  be  more 
so  to  him  than  his  attempts  to  account  for  it  are  to  others.  Let 
us  briefly  examine  these  attempts : 

"You  may  give  your  child,"  says  Dr.  Wayland,  "if  he  were 
approaching  to  years  of  discretion,  permission  to  do  an  act,  while 
you  inculcate  upon  him  principles  which  forbid  it,  for  the  sake  of 
teaching  him  to  be  governed  by  principles,  rather  than  by  any 
direct  enactment.  In  such  case  you  would  expect  him  to  obey 
the  principle,  and  not  avail  himself  of  the  permission."  Now 
we  fearlessly  ask  every  reader  whose  moral  sense  has  not  been 
perverted  by  false  logic,  if  such  a  proceeding  would  not  be 
infinitely  unworthy  of  the  Father  of  mercies  I  According  to  Dr. 
Wayland's  view,  he  beholds  his  children  living  and  dying  in  the 
practice  of  an  abominable  sin,  and  looks  on  without  the  slightest 
note  of  admonition  or  warning.  Nay,  he  gives  them  permission 
to  continue  in  the  practice  of  this  Mghtful  enormity,  to  which 
they  are  already  bound  by  the  triple  tie  of  habit,  interest,  and 
feeling  1  Though  he  gives  them  line  upon  line,  and  precept  upon 
precept,  in  order  to  detach  them  from  other  sins,  he  yet  gives 
them  permission  to  live  and  die  in  this  awful  sin  I  And  why  ? 
To  teach  them,  forsooth,  not  to  follow  his  permission,  but  to  be 
guided  by  his  principles !  Even  the  guilty  Eli  remonstrated  with 
his  sons.  Yet  if,  instead  of  doing  this,  he  had  given  them  per- 
mission to  practice  the  very  sins  they  were,  bent  upon,  he  might 
have  been,  for  all  that,  as  pure  and  faithful  as  the  Father  of 
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mercies  himself  is  represented  to  be  in  the  writings  of  Dr.  Way- 
land.  Such  are  the  miserable  straits,  and  such  the  impious 
sophisms,  to  which  even  divines  are  reduced,  when,  on  the  sup- 
position that  slavery  is  a  sin,  they  undertake  to  vindicate  or 
defend  the  word  which  they  themselves  are  ordained  to  preach  1 

Another  reason,  scarcely  less  remarkable  than  the  one  already 
noticed,  is  assigned  for  the  omission  of  all  precepts  against 
slavery.  "  It  was  no  part  of  the  scheme  of  the  gospel  revelation," 
we  are  told  by  Dr.  Way  land,  (who  quotes  from  Archbishop 
Whately,)."to  lay  down  any  thing  approaching  to  a  complete 
system  of  moral  precepts — to  enumerate  every  thing  that  is  en- 
joined or  forhidden  by  our  religion."  If  this  method  of  teaching 
had  been  adopted,  "the  New  Testament  would,"  says  Dr.  Way- 
land,  "have  formed  a  library  in  itself,  more  voluminous  than  the 
laws  of  the  realm  of  Great  Britain."  Now,  all  this  is  very  true ; 
and  hence  the  necessity  of  leaving  many  points  of  duty  to  the 
enlightened  conscience,  and  to  the  application  of  the  more  general 
precepts  of  the  gospel.  But  how  has  it  happened  that  slavery  is 
passed  over  in  silence?  Because,  we  are  told,  "every  thing" 
could  not  be  noticed.  If,  indeed,  slavery  be  so  great  a  sin,  would 
it  not  have  been  easier  for  the  divine  teacher  to  say,  Let  it  be 
abolished,  than  to  lay  down  so  many  minute  precepts  for  its 
regulation  ?  Would  this  have  tended  to  swell  the  gospel  into  a 
vast  library,  or  to  abridge  its  teachings  ?  Sm-ely,  when  Dr.  Way- 
land  sets  up  such  a  plea,  he  must  have  forgotten  that  the  New 
Testament,  though  it  cannot  notice  "every  thing,"  contains  a 
multitude  of  rules  to  regulate  the  conduct  of  the  master  and  the 
slave.  Otherwise  he  could  scarcely  have  imagined  that  it  was 
from  an  aversion  to  minuteness,  or  from  an  impossibility  to  for- 
bid every  evil,  that  the  sin  of  slavery  is  passed  over  in  silence. 

He  must  also  have  forgotten  another  thing.  He  must  have 
forgotten  the  colors  in  which  he  had  painted  the  evils  of  slavery. 
K  we  may  rely  upon  these,  then  slavery  is  no  trifling  offense. 
It  is,  on  the  contrary,  a  stupendous  sin,  overspreading  the  earth, 
and  crushing  the  faculties — ^both  intellectual  and  moral — of  mil- 
lions of  human  beings  beneath  its  odious  and  terrific  influence. 
Now,  if  this  be  so,  then  would  it  have  been  too  much  to  expect 
that  at  least  one  little  word  might  have  been  directed  against  so 
great,  so  tremendous  an  evil  ?  The  method  of  the  gospel  may  be 
comprehensive,  if  yon  please ;  it  may  teach  by  great  principles 
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rather  than  by  minate  precepts.  Still,  it  is  certain  that  St.  Paul 
could  give  directions  about  his  cloak ;  and  he  could  spend  many 
words  in  private  salutations.  In  regard  to  the  great  social  evil 
of  the  age,  however,  and  beneath  which  a  large  majority  of  even 
the  civilized  world  were  crushed  to  the  earth,  he  said  nothing, 
lest  he  should  become  too  minute, — lest  his  epistles  should  swell 
into  too  large  a  volume !  Such  is  one  of  Dr.  Wayland'^  defences 
of  the  gospel.  We  shall  offer  no  remark ;  we  shall  let  it  speak 
for  itself. 

A  third  reason  for  the  silence  in  question  is  the  alleged  ease 
with  which  precepts  may  be  evaded.  "A  simple  precept  or  pro- 
hibition," says  Dr.  Wayland,  "is,  of  all  things,  the  easiest  to  be 
evaded.  Lord  Eld  on  used  to  say,  that '  no  man  in  England  could 
construct  an  act  of  Parliament  through  which  he  could  not  drive 
a  coach-and-four.'  We  find  this  to  have  been  illustrated  by  the 
case  of  the  Jews  in  the  time  of  our  Saviour.  The  Pharisees, 
who  prided  themselves  on  their  strict  obedience  to  the  letter^  vio- 
lated the  spirit  of  every  precept  of  the  Mosaic  code." 

Now,  in  reply  to  this  most  extraordinary  passage,  we  have  sev- 
eral remarks  to  offer.  In  the  first  place,  perhaps  every  one  is  not 
60  good  a  driver  as  Lord  Eldon.  It  is  certain,  that  acts  of  Par- 
liament have  been  passed,  through  which  the  most  slippery  of 
rogues  have  not  been  able  to  make  their  escape.  They  have  been 
caught,  tried,  and  condemned  for  their  offenses,  in  spite  of  all 
their  ingenuity  and  evasion. 

Secondly,  a  "principle"  is  just  as  easily  evaded  as  a  "pre- 
cept ;"  and,  in  most  cases,  it  is  far  more  so.  The  great  principle 
of  the  New  Testament,  which  our  author  deems  so  applicable  to 
the  subject  of  slavery,  is  this :  "  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as 
thyself."  Now,  if  this  be  the  great  principle  intended  to  enlighten 
XLS  respecting  the  sin  of  slavery,  we  confess  it  has  been  most  com- 
pletely evaded  by  every  slave  State  in  the  Union.  We  have, 
indeed,  so  entirely  deceived  ourselves  in  regard  to  its  true  import, 
that  it  seems  to  us  to  have  not  the  most  remote  application  to 
Buch  a  subject.  K  any  one  will  give  our  remarks  on  this  great 
"principle"  a  candid  examination.  We  think  he  will  admit  that 
we  have  deceived  ourselves  on  very  plausible,  if  not  on  unan- 
swerable, grounds.  If  slavery  be  a  sin, — always  and  everywTiere 
a  monstrous  iniquity, — then  we  should  have  been  far  more  thor- 
oughly enlightened  with  respect  to  its  true  nature,  and  found  eva- 
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sion  far  more  diflScult,  if  the  New  Testament  had  explicitly 
declared  it  to  be  such,  and  commanded  all  masters  everywhere  to 
emancipate  their  slaves.  We  could  have  driven  a  coach-and-four 
neither  through,  nor  around,  any  such  express  prohibition.  It  is 
indeed  only  in  consequence  of  the  default,  or  omission,  of  such 
precept  or  command,  that  the  abolitionist  appeals  to  what  he  calls 
the  principles  of  the  gospel.  K  he  had  only  one  such  precept, — 
if  he  had  only  one  such  precise  and  pointed  prohibition,  he  might 
then,  and  he  would^  most  triumphantly  defy  evasion.  He  would 
say.  There  is  tJie  word;  and  none  but  the  obstinate  gainsayers, 
or  unbelievers,  would  dare  reply.  But  as  it  is,  he  is  compelled 
to  lose  himself  in  vague  generalities,  and  pretend  to  a  certainty 
which  nowhere  exists,  except  in  his  own  heated  mind.  This  pre- 
tense, indeed,  that  an  express  precept,  prohibitory  of  slavery,  is 
not  the  most  direct  way  to  reveal  its  true  nature,  because  a  pre- 
cept is  so  much  more  easily  evaded  than  a  principle,  is  merely 
one  of  the  desperate  expedients  of  a  forlorn  and  hopeless  cause. 
If  the  abolitionist  would  maintain  that  cause,  or  vindicate  his 
principles,  it  will  be  found  that  he  must  retire,  and  hide  himself 
from  the  light  of  revelation. 

Thirdly,  the  above  passage  seems  to  present  a  very  strange 
view  of  the  Divine  proceedings.  According  to  that  view,  it 
appears  that  the  Almighty  tried  the  method  of  teaching  by  pre- 
cept in  the  Old  Testament,  and  the  experiment  failed.  For  pre- 
cepts may  be  so  easily  evaded,  that  every  one  in  the  Mosaic  code 
was  violated  by  the  Pharisees.  Hence,  the  method  of  teaching 
by  precept  was  laid  aside  in  the  New  Testament,  and  the  better 
method  of  teaching  by  principle  was  adopted.  Such  is  the  con- 
clusion to  which  we  must  come,  if  wo  adopt  the  reasoning  of  Dr. 
Wayland.  But  we  cannot  adopt  his  reasoning ;  since  we  should 
then  have  to  believe  that  the  experiment  made  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment proved  a  failure,  and  that  its  Divine  Author,  having  grown 
wiser  by  experience,  improved  upon  his  former  method. 

The  truth  is,  that  the  method  of  the  one  Testament  is  the  same 
as  that  of  the  other.  In  both,  the  method  of  teaching  by  precept 
is  adopted ;  by  precepts  of  greater  and  of  lesser  generality.  Dr. 
Wayland's  principle  is  merely  a  general  or  comprehensive  pre- 
cept ;  and  his  prpcept  is  merely  a  specific  or  limited  principle. 
The  distinction  he  makes  between  them,  and  the  use  he  makes  of 
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this  distinction,  only  reflect  discredit  upon  the  wisdom  and  con- 
sistency of  the  Divine  Author  of  revelation. 
•  A  third  account  which  Dr.  Wayland  gives  of  the  silence  of  the 
Xew  Testament  respecting  the  sin  of  slavery,  is  as  follows  :  '^  If 
this  form  of  wrong  had  been  singled  out  from  all  the  others,  and 
had  alone  been  treated  preceptively,  the  whole  system  would  have 
been  vitiated.  We  should  have  been  authorized  to  inquire  why 
were  not  similar  precepts  in  other  cases  delivered  ?  and  if  they 
were  not  delivered,  we  should  have  been  at  liberty  to  conclude 
that  they  were  intentionally  omitted,  and  that  the  acts  which  they 
would  have  forbidden  are  innocent.""  Very  well.  But  idolatry, 
polygamy,  divorce,  is  each  and  every  one  singled  out,  and  forbid- 
den by  precept,  in  the  New  Testament.  Slavery  alone  is  passed 
over  in  silence.  Hence,  according  to  the  principle  of  Dr.  Way- 
land  liimself,  we  are  at  liberty  to  conclude  that  a  precept  forbid- 
ding slavery  was  "intentionally  omitted,"  and  that  slavery  itself 
"is  innocent." 

Each  one  of  these  reasons  is  not  only  exceedingly  weak  in 
itself,  but  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  others.  For  if  a  precept  for- 
bidding slavery  were  purposely  omitted,  in  order  to  teach  man- 
kind to  be  governed  by  principle  and  to  disregard  permissions, 
then  the  omission  could  not  have  arisen  from  a  love  of  brevity. 
Were  it  not,  indeed,  just  as  easy  to  give  a  precept  forbidding,  as 
to  gite  one  permitting,  the  existence  of  slavery  ?  Again,  if  a 
great  and  world-devouring  sin,  such  as  the  abolitionists  hold  sla- 
very to  be,  has  been  left  unnoticed,  lest  its  condemnation  should 
impliedly  sanction  other  sins,  then  is  it  not  worse  than  puerile  to 
suppose  that  the  omission  was  made  for  the  sake  of  brevity,  or  to 
teach  mankind  that  the  permissions  of  the  Most  High  may  in  cer- 
tain cases  be  treated  with  contempt,  may  be  set  at  naught,  and 
despised  as  utterly  inconsistent,  as  diametrically  opposed  to  the 
principles  and  purity  of  his  law? 

If  the  abolitionist  is  so  completely  lost  in  his  attempts  to  meet 
the  argument  from  the  silence  of  Scripture,  he  finds  it  still  more 
difficult  to  cope  with  that  from  its  express  precepts  and  injunc- 
tions. Servants^  obey  your  mdatera^  is  one  of  the  most  explicit 
precepts  of  the  New  Testament.  This  precept  just  as  certainly 
exists  therein  as  does  the  great  principle  of  love  itself.  "  The 
obedience  thus  enjoined  is  placed,"  says  Dr.  Wayland,  "  not  on 
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the  ground  of  duty  to  man,  but  on  the  ground  of  duty  to  God." 
We  accept  the  interpretation.  It  cannot  for  one  moment  disturb 
the  line  of  our  argument.  It  is  merely  the  shadow  of  an  attempt 
at  an  evasion.  AH  the  obligations  of  the  New  Testament  are, 
indeed,  placed  on  the  same  high  ground.  The  obligation  of  the 
slave  to  obey  his  master  could  be  placed  upon  no  higher,  no  more 
sacred,  no  more  impregnable,  ground. 

Kights  and  obligations  are  correlative.  That  is,  every  right 
implies  a  corresponding  obligation,  and  every  obligation  implies 
a  corresponding  right.  Hence,  as  the  slave  is  under  an  obliga- 
tion to  obey  the  master,  so  the  master  has  a  right  to  his  obedi- 
ence. Nor  is  this  obligation  weakened,  or  this  right  disturbed, 
by  the  fact  that  the  first  is  imposed  by  the  word  of  God,  and  rests 
on  the  immutable  ground  of  duty  to  him.  If,  by  .the  divine  law, 
the  obedience  of  the  slave  is  due  to  the  master,  then,  by  the  same 
law,  the  master  has  a  right  to  his  obedience. 

Most  assuredly,  the  master  is  neither  "  a  robber,"  nor  "  a  mur- 
derer," nor  "a  manstealer,"  merely  because  he  claims  of  the  slave 
that  which  God  himself  commands  the  slave  to  render.  All  these 
epithets  may  be,  as  they  have  been,  hurled  at  us  by  the  abolition- 
ist. His  anathemas  may  thunder.  But  it  is  some  consolation  to 
reflect,  that,  as  he  was  not  consulted  in  the  construction  of  the 
moral  code  of  the  universe,  so,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  he  will  not  be 
called  upon  to  take  part  in  its  execution. 

The  most  enlightened  abolitionists  are  sadly  puzzled  by  the 
precept  in  question ;  and,  from  the  manner  in  which  they  some- 
times speak  of  it,  we  have  reason  to  fear  it  holds  no  very  high 
place  in  their  respect.  Thus,  says  the  Hon.  Charles  Sumner, 
"Seeking  to  be  brief,  I  shall  not  undertake  to  reconcile  texts  of 
the  Old  Testament,  which,  whatever  may  be  their  import,  are  all 
absorbed  in  the  New;  nor  shall  I  stop  to  consider  the  precise 
interpretation  of  the  oft-quoted  phrase,  Servants^  obey  your  mas- 
ters;  nor  seek  to  weigh  any  such  imperfect  injunction  in  the 
'  scales  against  those  grand  commandments  on  which  hang  all  the 
law  and  the  prophets."*  Now  this  is  a  very  significant  passage. 
The  orator,  its  learned  author,  will  not  stop  to  consider  the  texts 
of  the  Old  Testament  bearing  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  because 
they  are  all  merged  in  the  New !    Nor  will  he  stop  to  consider 

*  Speech  in  the  Metropolitan  Theatre,  1855. 
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any  "such  imperfect  injunctiorC'^  as  those  contained  in  the  New, 
because  they  are  all  swallowed  up  and  lost  in  the  grand  com- 
mandment, "Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself  I  " 

If  he  had  bestowed  a  little  more  attention  on  this  grand  com- 
mandment itself,  he  might  have  seen,  as  we  have  shown,  that  it 
in  no  wise  conflicts  with  the  precept  which  enjoins  servants  to 
obey  their  masters.  He  might  have  seen  that  it  is  not  at  all 
necessary  to  "weigh"  the  one  of  those  precepts  "in  the  scales 
against "  the  other,  or  to  brand  either  of  them  as  imperfect.  For 
he  might  have  seen  a  perfect  harmony  between  them.  It  is  no 
matter  of  surprise,  however,  that  an  abolitionist  should  find 
imperfections  in  the  moral  code  of  the  New  Testament. 

It  is  certainly  no  wonder  that  Mr.  Sumner  should  have  seen 
imperfections  therein.  For  he  has,  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
plainest  terms  of  the  gospel,  discovered  that  it  is  the  first  duty  of 
the  slave  to  fly  from  his  master.  In  his  speech  delivered  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  we  find  among  various  other  quota- 
tions, a  verse  from  Sarah  W.  Morton,  in  which  she  exhorts  the 
slave  to  fly  from  bondage.  Having  produced  this  quotation  "as 
part  of  the  testimony  of  the  times,"  and  pronounced  it  "  a  truth- 
ful homage  to  the  inalienable  rights "  of  the  slave,  Mr.  Sumner 
was  in  no  mood  to  appreciate  the  divine  precept,  "Servants,  obey 
your  masters."  Having  declared  fugitive  slaves  to  be  "  the  heroes 
of  the  age,"  he  had  not,  as  we  may  suppose,  any  very  decided 
taste  for  the  commonplace  Scriptural  duties  of  submission  and 
obedience.  Nay,  he  spurns  at  and  rejects  such  duties  as  utterly 
inconsistent  with  the  "inalienable  rights  of  man."  He  appeals 
from  the  oracles  of  eternal  truth  to  "  the  testimony  of  the  times." 
He  appeals  from  Christ  and  his  apostles  to  Sarah  W.  Morton. 
And  yet,  although  he  thus  takes  ground  directly  against  the 
plainest  precepts  of  the  gospel,  and  even  ventures  to  brand  some 
of  them  as  "imperfect,"  he  has  the  hardihood  to  rebuke  those 
who  find  therein,  not  what  it  really  contains,  but  only  a  reflection 
of  themselves  I 

The  precept  in  question  is  not  an  isolated  injunction  of  the 

New  Testament.    It  does  not  stand  alonei    It  is  surrounded  by 

other  injunctions,  equally  authoritative,  equally  explicit,  equally 

nnequivocal.    Thus,  in  Eph.  vi.  6:  "Servants,  be  obedient  to 

them  that  are  your  masters  according  to  the  flesh."    Precisely 

the  same  doctrine  was  preached   to  the  Colossians :    (iii.  22 :) 
23 
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^^ Servants,  obey  in  all  things  your  masters  according  to  the  flesh; 
not  with  eye-service,  as  men-pleasers,  but  in  singleness  of  heart, 
fearing  God."  Again,  in  St.  Paul's  Epistle  to  Timothy,  he 
writes :  '^  Let  as  many  servants  as  are  under  the  yoke  count  their 
own  masters  worthy  of  all  honor,  that  the  name  of  God  and  his 
doctrine  be  not  blasphemed."  Likewise,  in  Tit.  ii.  9,  10,  we 
read :  ^^  Exhort  servants  to 'be  obedient  to  their  own  masters,  and 
to  please  them  well  in  all  things ;  not  answering  again ;  not  pur- 
loining, but  showing  all  good  fidelity,  that  they  may  adorn  the 
doctrine  of  God  our  Saviour  in  all  things."  And  in  1  Pet.  ii.  18, 
it  is  written :  # "  Servants,  be  subject  to  your  masters  with  all  fear ; 
not  only  to  the  good  and  gentle,  but  also  to  the  froward."  Yet, 
in  the  face  of  these  passages,  Mr.  Sumner  'declares  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  slaves  to  fly  from  bondage,  and  thereby  place  themselves 
among  ^^  the  heroes  of  the  age."  He  does  not  attempt  to  inter- 
pret or  explain  these  precepts;  he  merely  sets  them  aside,  or 
passes  them  by  with  silent  contempt,  as  ^^  imperfect."  Indeed, 
if  his  doctrines  be  true,  they  are  not  only  imperfect — they  are 
radically  wrong  and  infiEmiously  vicious.  Thus,  the  issue  which 
Mr.  Sumner  has  made  up  is  not  with  the  slaveholders  of  the 
South ;  it  is  with  the  word  of  God  itself.  The  contradiction  is 
direct,  plain,  palpable,  and  without  even  the  decency  of  a  pre- 
tended disguise.  We  shall  leave  Mr.  Sumner  to  settle  this  issue 
and  controversy  with  the  Divine  Author  of  revelation. 

In  the  mean  time,  we  shall  barely  remind  the  reader  of  what 
that  Divine  Author  has  said  in  regard  to  those  who  counsel  and 
advise  slaves  to  disobey  their  masters,  or  fly  from  bondage. 
"  They  that  have  believing  masters,"  says  the  great  Apostle  to 
the  Gentiles,  "  let  them  not  despise  them  because  they  are  breth- 
ren ;  but  rather  do  them  service,  because  they  are  faithful  and 
beloved,  partakers  of  the  benefit.  These  things  teach  and  ex- 
hort. If  any  man  teach  otherwise,  and  consent  not  to  wholesome 
words,  even  the  words  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  to  the 
doctrine  which  is  according  to  godliness.  Tie  is  proud^  knaioing 
nothing.^^  Mr.  Sumner  congratulates  himself  that  he  has  stripped 
"  from  slavery  the  apology  of  Christianity."  Let  servants  "  count 
their  own  masters  worthy  of  all  honor,"  and  "^o  them  service," 
says  St.  Paul.  *'Let  servants  disobey  their  masters,"  says  Mr. 
Sumner,  "  and  cease  to  do  them  service,"  "  These  things  teach 
and  exhort,"  says  St.  Paul.     '^  These  things  denounce  and  ab- 
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hor,"  says  Mr.  Sumner.  *'  If  any  man  teach  otherwise,"  says  St. 
Paul,  "he  IB  proud,  knowing  nothing."  "I  teach  otherwise," 
says  Mr.  Sumner.  And  is  it  by  such  conflict  that  he  strips  from 
slavery  the  sanction  of  Christianity  f  If  the  sheer  ipse  dixit  of 
Mr.  Sumner  be  sufficient  to  annihilate  the  authority  of  the  New 
Testament,  which  he  professes  to  revere  as  divine,  then,  indeed, 
has  he  stripped  the  sanction  of  Christianity  from  the  relation  of 
master  and  slave.  Otherwise,  he  has  not  even  stripped  from  his 
own  doctrines  the  burning  words  of  her  condemnation. 

Dr.  Wayland  avoids  a  direct  conflict  with  the  teachings  of  the 
gospel.    He  is  less  bold,  and  more  circumspect,  than  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts.    He  has  honestly  and  fairly  quoted  most  of 
the  texts  bearing  on  the  subject  of  slavery.    He  shows  them  no 
disrespect.    He  pronounces  none  of  them  imperfect.     But  with 
this  array  of  texts  before  him  he  proceeds  to  say:  "Now,  I  do 
not  see  that  the  scope  of  these  passages  can  be  misunderstood." 
!Nor  can  we.     It  would  seem,  indeed,  impossible  for  the  ingenuity 
of  man  to  misunderstand  the  words,  quoted  by  Dr.  Wayland  him- 
self, "  Servants,  obey  in  all  things  your  masters  according  to  the 
flesh."    Dr.  Wayland  does  not  misunderstand  them.    For  he  has 
said,  in  his  Moral  Science:   "The  duty  of  slaves  is  explicitly 
made  known  in  the  Bible.    They  are  bound  to  obedience,  fidelity, 
Bubmission,  and  respect  to  their  masters,  not  only  to  the  good  and 
kind,  but  also  to  the  unkind  and  fro  ward."    But  when  he  comes 
to  reason  about  these  words,  which  he  finds  it  so  impossible  for 
any  one  to  misunderstand,  he  is  not  without  a  very  ingenious 
method  to  evade  their  plain  import  and  to  escape  from  their  in- 
flaence.     Let  the  reader  hear,  and  determine  for  himself. 

'*I  do  not  see,"  says  Dr.  Wayland,  "that  the  scope  of  these 
passages  can  be  misunderstood.     They  teach  patience,  meekness, 
fidelity,  and  charity — duties  which  are  obligatory  on  Christians 
toward  all  men,  and,  of  course,  toward  masters.     These  duties 
are  obligatory  on  us  toward  enemies,  because  an  enemy,  like 
every  other  man,  is  a  moral  creature  of  God."    True.     But  is 
this  all  ?    Patience,  meekness,  fidelity,  charity — duties  due  to  all  . 
men !     But  what  has  become  of  the  word  obedience  t    This  oc- 
cupies  a  prominent — nay,  the  most  prominent — ^place  in  the 
teachings  of  St.  Paul.     It  occupies  no  place  at  all  in  the  Reason- 
uigs  of  Dr.  Wayland.     It  is  simply  dropped  out  by  him,  or  over- 
looked ;  and  this  was  well  done,  for  this  word  obedience  is  an 
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exceedingly  inconvenient  one  for  the  abolitionist.  If  Dr.  Wayland 
had  retained  it  in  his  argument,  he  could  not  have  added,  "duties 
which  are  obligatory  on  Christians  toward  all  men,  and,  of 
course,  toward  masters."  Christians  are  not  bound  to  obey  all 
men.  But  slaves  are  bound  to  obey  "their  own  masters."  It  is 
precisely  upon  this  injunction  to  obedience  that  the  whole  argu- 
ment turns.  And  it  is  precisely  this  injunction  to  obedience 
which  Dr.  Wayland  leaves  out  in  his  argument.  He  does  not, 
and  he  cannot,  misunderstand  the  word.  But  he  can  just  drop 
it  out,  and,  in  consequence,  proceed  to  argue  as  if  nothing  more 
were  required  of  slaves  than  is  required  of  all  Christian  men ! 

The  only  portion  of  Scripture  which  Mr.  Sumner  condescends 
to  notice  is  the  Epistle  of  St.  Paul  to  Philemon.  He  introduces 
the  discussion  of  this  epistle  with  the  remark  that,  "  In  the  sup- 
port of  slavery,  it  is  the  habit  to  pervert  texts  and  to  invent 
authority.  Even  St.  Paul  is  vouched  for  a  wrong  which  his 
Christian  life  rebukes."*  Now  we  intend  to  examine  who  it  is 
that  really  perverts  texts  of  Scripture,  and  invents  authority. 
We  intend  to  show,  as  in  the  clear  light  of  noonday,  that  it  is 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Sumner  and  other  abolitionists,  and  not  that 
of  the  slaveholder,  which  is  rebuked  by  the  life  and  writings  of 
the  great  apoatle. 

The  epistle  in  question  was  written  to  a  slaveholder,  who,  if 
the  doctrine  of  Mr.  Sumner  be  true,  lived  in  the  habitual  practice 
of  "  a  wrong  so  transcendent,  so  loathsome,  so  direful,"  that  it 
"  must  be  encountered  wherever  it  can  he  reached^  and  the  battle 
must  be  continued,  without  truce  or  compromise,  until  the  field 
is  entirely  won."  Is  there  any  thing  like  this  in  the  Epistle  to 
Philemon?  Is  there  any  thing  like  it  in  any  of  the  epistles  of 
St.  Paul!  Is  there  anywhere  in  his  writings  the  slightest  hint 
that  slavery  is  a  sin  at  all,  or  that  the  act  of  holding  slaves  is  in 
the  least  degree  inconsistent  with  the  most  exalted  Christian 
purity  of  life  ?  We  may  safely  answer  these  questions  in  the 
negative.  The  very  epistle  before  us  is  from  "  Paul,  a  prisoner 
of  Jesus  Christ,  and  Timothy  our  brother,  unto  Philemon,  our 
dearly-hdoved^  and  feUow-labcrerP  The  inspired  writer  then 
proceeds  in  these  words :  "I  thank  my  God,  making  mention  of 
thee  always  in  my  prayers.   Hearing  of  thy  love  and  fisdth,  which 

*  Speech  at  the  Metropolitan  Theatre^  1866. 
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thou  hast  toward  the  Lord  Jesus,  and  toward  all  saints ;  that  the 
commnnication  of  thy  faith  may  become  effectual  by  the  acknowl- 
edging of  every  good  thing  which  is  in  you  in  Christ  Jesus. 
For  we  have  great  joy  and  consolation  in  thy  love,  because  the 
bowels  of  the  saints  are  refreshed  by  thee,  brother." 

Now  if,  instead  of  leaving  out  this  portion  of  the  epistle,  Mr. 
Sumner  had  pronounced  it  in  the  hearing  of  his  audience,  the 
suspicion  might  have  arisen  in  some  of  their  minds  that  the 
slaveholder  may  not,  after  all,  be  so  vile  a  wretch.  It  might  even 
have  occurred  to  some,  perhaps,  that  the  Christian  character  of 
Philemon,  the  slaveholder,  might  possibly  have  been  as  good  as 
that  of  those  by  whom  all  slaveholders  are  excommunicated  and 
consigned  to  perdition.  It  might  have  been  supposed  that  a 
Christian  man  may  possibly  hold  slaves  without  being  as  bad  as 
robbers,  or  cut- throats,  or  murderers.  We  do  not  say  that  Mr. 
Sumner  shrunk  from  the  reading  of  this  portion  of  the  epistle  in 
the  hearing  of  his  audience,  lest  it  should  seem  to  rebuke  the 
violence  and  the  uncharitableness  of  his  own  sentiments,  as  well 
as  those  of  his  brother  abolitionists  at  the  North.  We  do  say, 
however,  that  Mr.  Sumner  had  no  sort  of  use  for  this  passage. 
It  could  in  no  way  favor  the  impression  his  oration  was  designed 
to  make.  It  breathes,  indeed,  a  spirit  of  good-will  toward  the 
Christian  master  as  different  from  that  which  pervades  the 
speeches  of  the  honorable  Senator,  as  the  pure  charity  of  Heaven 
is  from  the  dire  malignity  of  earth. 

"It  might  be  shown,"  says  Mr.  Sumner,  "that  the  present 
epistle,  when  truly  interpreted,  is  a  protest  against  slavery,  and  a 
voice  for  freedom."  If,  instead  of  merely  asserting  that  this 
"  might  be  done,"  the  accomplished  orator  had  actually  done  it, 
he  would  have  achieved  far  more  for  the  cause  of  abolitionism 
than  has  been  effected  by  all  the  splendors  of  his  showy  rhetoric. 
He  has,  indeed,  as  we  shall  presently  see,  made  some  attempt  to 
show  that  the  Epistle  to  Philemon  is  an  emancipation  document ! 
When  we  come  to  examine  this  most  extraordinary  attempt,  we 
shall  perceive  that  Mr.  Sumner's  power  "  to  pervert  texts  and  to 
invent  authority,"  has  not  been  wholly  held  in  reserve  for  what 
"might  be  done."  If  his  view  of  this  portion  of  Scripture  be 
not  very  profound,  it  certainly  makes  up  in  originality  what  it 
lacks  in  depth.  If  it  should  fail  to  instruct,  it  will  at  least  amuse 
the  reader.    It  shall  be  noticed  in  due  time. 
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The  next  point  that  claims  onr  attention  is  the  intimation  that 
St.  Paul's  '^real  judgment  of  slavery"  may  be  inferred  "from  his 
condemnation,  on  another  occasion,  of  '  manstealers,'  or,  accord- 
ing to  the  original  text,  slave-traders,  in  company  with  murderers 
of  fathers  and  murderers  of  mothers."  Were  we  disposed  to 
enter  into  the  exegesis  of  the  passage  thus  referred  to,  wo  might 
easily  show  that  Mr.  Sumner  is  grossly  at  fault  in  his  Greek. 
We  might  show  that  something  far  more  enormous  than  even 
trading  in  slaves  is  aimed  at  by  the  condemnation  of  the  apostle. 
But  we  have  not  undertaken  to  defend  "manstealers,"  nor '' slave- 
traders,"  in  any  form  or  shape.  Hence,  we  shall  dismiss  this 
point  with  the  opinion  of  Macknight,  who  thinks  the  persons 
thus  condemned  in  company  with  murderers  of  fathers  and 
mothers,  are  "  they  who  make  war  for  the  inhuman  purpose  of 
selling  the  vanquished  as  slaves,  as  is  the  practice  of  the  African 
princes."  To  take  any  free  man,  whether  white  or  black,  by 
force,  and  sell  him  into  bondage,  is  manstealing.  To  make  war 
for  such  a  purpose,  were,  we  admit,  wholesale  murder  and  man- 
stealing  combined.  This  view  of  the  passage  in  question  agrees 
with  that  of  the  great  abolitionist,  Mr.  Barnes,  who  holds  that 
"  the  essential  idea  of  the  term "  in  question,  "  is  that  of  con- 
verting  a  free  man  into  a  alave^^  ....  the  "  changing  of  a  free- 
man into  a  slave,  especially  by  traffic,  subjection,  etc."  Now,  as 
we  of  the  South,  against  whom  Mr.  Sumner  is  pleased  to  in* 
veigh,  propose  to  make  no  such  changes  of  freemen  into  slaves, 
much  less  to  wage  war  for  any  such  purpose,  we  may  dismiss  his 
gross  perversion  of  the  text  in  question.  He  may  apply  the  con- 
demnation of  the  apostle  to  us  now,  if  it  so  please  the  benignity 
of  his  Christian  charity,  but  it  will  not,  we  assure  him,  enter  into 
our  consciences,  until  we  shall  not  only  become  "slave-traders," 
but  also,  with  a  view  to  the  gain  of  such  odious  traffic,  make  war 
upon  freemen. 

We  have  undertaken  to  defend,  as  we  have  said,  neither 
"  slave-traders,"  nor  "  manstealers."  We  leave  them  both  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  Mr.  Sumner.  But  we  have  undertaken  to 
defebd  slavery,  that  is,  tJie  slavery  of  the  South,  and  to  vindicate 
the  character  of  Southern  masters  against  the  aspersions  of  their 
calumniators.  And  in  this  vindication  we  shrink  not  from  St. 
Paul's  "real  judgment  of  slavery."    Nay,  we  desire,  above  all 
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things,  to  have  his  real  judgment.  His  judgment,  we  mean,  not 
of  manstealers  or  of  murderers,  but  of  slavery  and  slaveholders. 
We  have  just  seen  "his  real  judgment"  respecting  the  character 
of  one  slaveholder.  Wo  have  seen  it  in  the  very  epistle  Mr. 
Sumner  is  discussing.  Why,  then,  does  he  fly  from  St.  Paul's 
opinion  of  the  slaveholder  to  what  he  has  said  of  the  manstealer 
and  the  murderer?  We  would  gather  an  author's  opinion  of 
slavery  from  what  he  has  said  of  slavery  itself,  or  of  the  slave- 
holder. But  this  does  not  seem  to  suit  Mr.  Sumner's  purpose 
quite  so  well.  Entirely  disregarding  the  apostle's  opinion  of  the 
slaveholder  contained  in  the  passage  right  before  him,  as  well  as 
elsewhere,  Mr.  Sumner  infers  his  "  real  judgment  of  slavery " 
from  what  he  has  said  of  manstealers  and  murderers !  He  might 
just  as  well  have  inferred  St.  Paul's  opinion  of  Philemon  from 
what  he  has,  "  on  another  occasion,"  said  of  Judas  Iscariot. 

Mr.  Sumner  contents  himself  with  "calling  attention  to  two 
things,  apparent  on  the  face"  of  the  epistle  itself;  and  which,  in 
his  opinion,  are  "in  themselves  an  all-suflScient  response."  The 
first  of  these  things  is,  says  he:  "While  it  appears  that  Onesi- 
mus  had  been  in  some  way  the  servant  of  Philemon,  it  does  not 
appear  that  he  had  ever  been  held  as  a  slave,  much  less  as  a 
chattel."  It  does  not  appear  that  Onesimus  was  the  slave  of 
Philemon,  is  the  position  of  the  celebrated  senatorial  abolitionist. 
We  cannot  argue  this  position  with  him,  however,  since  he  has 
not  deigned  to  give  any  reasons  for  it,  but  chosen  to  let  it  rest 
upon  his  assertion  merely.  We  shall,  therefore,  have  to  argue 
the  point  with  Mr.  Albert  Barnes,  and  other  abolitionists,  who 
have  been  pleased  to  attempt  to  bolster  up  so  novel,  so  original, 
and  so  bold  an  interpretation  of  Scripture  with  exegetical  reasons 
and  arguments. 

In  looking  into  these  reasons  and  arguments, — if  reasons  and 
arguments  they  may  be  called, — we  are  at  a  loss  to  conceive  on 
what  principle  their  authors  have  proceeded.  The  most  plausible 
conjecture  we  can  make  is,  that  it  was  deemed  sufficient  to  show 
that  it  is  possible,  by  a  bold  stroke  of  interpretation,  to  call  in 
question  the  fact  that  Onesimus  was  the  slave  of  Philemon ; 
since,  if  this  may  only  be  questioned  by  the  learned,  then  the 
unlearned  need  not  trouble  themselves  with  the  Scripture,  but 
simply  proceed  with  the  work  of  abolitionism.     Then  may  they 
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cry,  "Who  shall  decide  when  doctors  disagree?"*  and  give  all 
such  disputings  to  the  wind.  Such  seems  to  us  to  have  been  the 
principle  on  which  the  assertion  of  Mr.  Sumner  and  Mr.  Barnes 
has  proceeded  ;  evincing,  as  it  does,  an  utter,  total,  and  reckless 
disregard  of  the  plainest  teachings  of  inspiration.  But  let  the 
candid  reader  hear,  and  then  determine  for  himself. 

The  Greek  word  dobkoq^  applied  to  Onesimus,  means,  according 
to  Mr.  Barnes,  either  a  slave,  or  a  hired  servant,  or  an  apprentice. 
It  is  not  denied  that  it  means  a  slave,  "  The  word,"  says  Mr. 
Barnes  himself,  "  is  that  which  is  commonly  applied  to  a  slave." 
Indeed,  to  assert  that  the  Greek  word  oohkoc;  does  not  mean  slave^ 
were  only  a  little  less  glaringly  absurd  than  to  aflBrm  that  no  such 
meaning  belongs  to  the  English  term  slave  itself.  If  it  were 
necessary,  this  point  might  be  most  fully,  clearly,  and  conclusively 
established ;  but  since  is  is  not  denied,  no  such  work  of  superero- 
gation is  required  at  our  hands. 

But  it  is  insisted,  that  the  word  in  question  has  a  more  extensive 
signification  than  the  English  term  slave.  "  Thus,"  says  Mr.  Barnes, 
"  it  is  so  extensive  in  its  signification  as  to  be  applicable  to  any 
species  of  servitude,  whether  voluntary  or  involuntary."  Again : 
"All  that  is  necessairly  implied  by  it  is,  that  he  was,  in  some  way, 
the  servant  of  Philemon — whether  hired  01*  houglit  cannot  he 
sTiowny  Once  more,  he  says :  "  The  word  denotes  servant  of 
any  kind,  and  it  should  never  be  assumed  that  those  to  whom  it 
was  applied  were  slaves."  Thus,  according  to  Mr.  Barnes,,  the 
word  in  question  denotes  a  slave,  or  a  hired  servant,  or,  as  he 
has  elsewhere  said,  an  apprentice.  It  denotes  "  servant  of  any 
kind,"  whether  "  voluntary  or  involuntary." 

Such  is  the  positive  assertion  of  Mr.  Barnes.  But  where  is 
the  proof?  Where  is  the  authority  on  which  it  rests?  Surely, 
if  this  word  is  applied  to  hired  servants,  either  in  the  Greek 
classics  or  in  the  New  Testament,  Mr.  Barnes,  or  Mr.  Sumner, 
or  some  other  learned  abolitionist,  should  refer  us  to  the  passage 
where  it  is  so  used.  We  have  Mr.  Barnes'  assertion,  again  and 
again  repeated,  in  his  very  elaborate  Notes  on  the  Epistle  to  Phil- 
emon ;  but  not  the  shadow  of  an  authority  for  any  such  use  of  the 


*  Fools  maj  hope  to  escape  responsibility  by  such  a  cry.  But  if  there  be 
auy  truth  in  moral  science,  then  every  man  should  examine  and  decide,  or  else 
forbear  to  act. 
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word.  Bat  stop:  in  making  this  assertion,  he  refers  us  to  his 
"Notes  on  Eph.  vi  5,  and  1  Tim.  vi."  Perhaps  we  may  find 
his  authority  by  the  help  of  one  of  these  references.  We  turn,  then, 
to  Eph.  vi.  5;  and  we  find  the  following  note:  "Servants.  Oi 
dooXoi,  The  word  here  used  denotes  one  who  is  bound  to  render 
service  to  another,  whether  that  service  be  free  or  voluntary,  and 
may  denote,  therefore,  either  a  slave,  or  one  who  binds  himself 
to  render  service  to  another.  It  is  often  used  in  these  senses  in 
the  New  Testament^  just  as  it  is  elsewhere.^^*  Why,  then,  if 
it  is  so  often  used  to  denote  a  hired  servant,  or  an  apprentice,  or 
a  voluntary  servant  of  any  kind,  in  the  New  Testament,  is  not  at 
least  one  such  instance  of  its  use  produced  by  Mr.  Barnes  ?  He 
must  have  been  aware  that  one  such  authority  from  the  New 
Testament  was  worth  more  than  his  bare  assertion,  though  it 
were  a  hundred  times  repeated.  Yet  no  such  authority  is  adduced 
or  referred  to ;  he  merely  supports  his  assertion  in  the  one  place 
by  his  assertion  in  the  other! 

Let  US  look,  in  the  next  place,  to  his  other  reference,  which  is 
to  1  Tim.  vi.  1.  Here,  again,  we  find  not  the  shadow  of  an 
authority  that  the  word  in  question  is  applicable  to  "  hired  ser- 
vants," or  "apprentices."  We  simply  meet  the  oft-repeated  asser- 
tion of  the  author,  that  it  is  applicable  to  any  species  of  servitude. 
He  refers  from  assertion  to  assertion,  and  nowhere  gives  a  single 
authority  to  the  point  in  question.  If  we  may  believe  him,  such 
authorities  *are  abundant,  even  in  the  New  Testament ;  yet  he 
leaves  the  whole  matter  to  rest  upon  his  own  naked  assertion  I 
Yea,  as  Greek  scholars,  he  would  have  us  to  believe  that  douXo^ 
may  mean  a  "hired  servant,"  just  as  well  as  a  slave;  and  he 
would  have  us  to  believe  this,  too,  not  upon  the  usage  of  Greek 
writers,  but  upon  his  mere  assertion  I  We  look  for  other  evi- 
dence ;  and  we  intend  to  pin  him  down  to  proof,  ere  we  follow 
him  in  questions  of  such  momentous  import  as  the  one  we  have 
in  hand.    , 

Why  is  it,  then,  we  ask  the  candid  reader,  if  the  term  in  ques- 
tion mean  "  a  hired  servant,"  as  well  as  a  slave,  that  no  such 
application  of  the  word  is  given  ?  K  such  applications  be  as 
abundant  as  our  author  asserts  they  are,  why  not  refer  us  to  a 
Bmgle  instance,  that  our  utter  ignorance  may  be  at  least  relieved 


*  The  ItalicB  are  oun. 
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by  one  little  ray  of  light  ?  Why  refer  ns  from  assertion  to  asser- 
tion, if  authorities  may  be  so  plentifully  had  ?  We  cannot  con- 
ceive, unless  the  object  be  to  deceive  the  unwary,  or  those  who 
may  be  willingly  deceived.  An  assertion  merely,  bolstered  up 
with  a  "See  note,"  here  or  there,  may  be  enough  for  such ;  but 
if,  after  all,  there  be  nothing  but  assertion  on  assertion  piled,  we 
'  shall  not  let  it  pass  for  proof.  Especially,  if  such  assertion  be 
at  war  with  truth,  we  shall  track  its  author,  and,  if  possible, 
efface  his  footprints  from  the  immaculate  word  of  God. 

If  the  term  douXo<:  signifies  "a  hired  servant,"  or  "an  appren- 
tice," it  is  certainly  a  most  extraordinary  circumstance  that  the 
best  lexicographers  of  the  Greek  language  have  not  made  the 
discovery.  This  were  the  more  wonderful,  if,  as  Mr.  Barnes 
asserts,  the  word  "is  often  used  in  these  senses"  by  Greek  wri- 
ters. We  have  several  Greek  lexicons  before  us,  and  in  not  one 
of  them  is  there  any  such  meaning  given  to  the  word.  Thus,  in 
Donnegan,  for  example,  we  find:  "JoD>loc,  a  slave,  a  servant,  as 
opposed  to  detncoTTj*;^  a  master."  But  we  do  not  find  from  him 
that  it  is  ever  applied  to  hired  servants  or  apprentices.  In  like 
manner,  Liddell  and  Scott  have  "  douXo<;^  a  slave^  bondman^  strictly 
one  born  so,  opposed  to  aydpairodov^  But  they  do  not  lay  down 
"  a  hired  servant,"  or  "  an  apprentice,"  as  one  of  its  significa- 
tions. If  such,  indeed,  be  found  among  the  meanings  of  the 
word,  these  celebrated  lexicographers  were  as  ignorant  of  the  fact 
as  ourselves.  Stephens  also,  as  any  one  may  see  by  teferring  to 
his  "Thesaurus,  Ling.  Gr»c.,  Tom  I.  art.  JoD>loc,"  was  equally 
ignorant  of  any  such  use  of  the  term  in  question.  Is  it  not  a 
pity,  then,  that,  since  such  knowledge  rested  with  Mr.  Barnes, 
and  since,  according  to  his  own  statement,  proofs  of  its  accuracy 
were  so  abundant,  he  should  have  withheld  all  the  evidence  in  his 
possession,  and  left  so  important  a  point  to  stand  or  fall  with  his 
bare  assertion !  Even  if  the  rights  of  mankind  had  not  been  in 
question,  the  interests  of  Greek  literature  were,  one  would  think, 
sufficient  to  have  induced  him  to  enlighten  our  best  lexicographers 
with  respect  to  the  use  of  the  word  under  consideration.  Such 
an  achievement  would,  we  can  assure  him,  have  detracted  nothing 
from  his  reputation  for  scholarship. 

But  how  stands  the  word  in  the  New  Testament  ?  It  is  certain 
that,  however  "  often  it  may  be  applied  "  to  hired  servants  in  the 
New  Testament,  Mr.  Barnes  has  not  condescended  to  adduce  a 
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single  application  of  the  kind.  This  is  not  all.  Those  who  have 
examined  every  text  of  the  New  Testament  in  which  the  word 
SouXo^  occurs,  and  compiled  lexicons  especially  for  the  elucidation 
of  the  sacred  volume,  have  found  no  such  instance  of  its  appli- 
cation. 

Thus,  Schleusner,  in  his  Lexicon  of  the  New  Testament,  tells 
us  that  it  means  slave  as  opposed  to,  thvBtpo^^  freeman.  His 
own  words  are:  AooXoq,  oo,  6,  (1)  proprie:  servtiSy  minister^  homo 
fum  liber  nee  sui  jurts^  et  opponitur  r^n  thod^po^.  Matt.  viii.  9 ; 
xiii.  27,  28 ;  1  Cor.  vii.  21,  22  ;  xii.  18 ;  t frt  dooXoi,  tht  iUoOtpoi. 
Tit.  ii.  9." 

We  next  appeal  to  Bpbinson's  Lexicon  of  the  New  Testament. 
We  there  find  these  words:  ^^douXo^,  oo,  6,  a  bondman^  slave^ 
servant^ pr.  by  birth;  diff.  from  avdpanodov,  'one  enslaved  in  war,' 
comp.  Xen.  An.,  iv.  1,  12,"  etc.  Now  if,  as  Mr.  Barnes  asserts, 
the  word  in  question  is  so  often  applied  to  hired  servants  in  the 
New  Testament,  is  it  not  passing  strange  that  neither  Schleusner 
nor  Bobinsou  should  have  discovered  any  such  application  of  it  t 
So  far,  indeed,  is  Dr.  Bobinson  from  having  made  any  such  dis- 
covery, that  he  expressly  declares  that  the  dooXo^  "  was  nbvbb  a 
HIRED  SERVANT ;  the  latter  being  called  /xttrdio^,  fitff0wTo<:.^^  ^^  In  a 
family,"  continues  the  same  high  authority,  '^  the  douXo^  was 
bound  to  serve^  a  slave^  and  was  the  property  of  his  master,  ^  a 
living  possession,'  as  Aristotle  calls  him." 

"  The  Greek  JoD>loc,"  says  Dr.  Smith,  in  his  Dictionary  of  An- 
tiquities, ^^  like  the  Latin  eervus^  corresponds  to  the  usual  mean?- 

ing  of  our  word  slave Aristotle  (Polit.  i.  8.)  says  that  a 

complete  household  is  that  which  consists  of  slaves  and  freemen, 
{pUia  dk  riXsioq  ex  dovXwv^  xati  tXiuOipwy,)  and  he  defines  a  slave  to  be 
a  living  working-tool  and  possession.  (0  dooXo^  ifi^uxov,  Sp^avaift 
Ethic.  Nicim.  viii,  18 ;  6  douXoq  xTTj/xa  u  t/i^ux^v,  Pol.  i.  4.)  Thus  Aris- 
totle himself  defines  the  douXo^  to  be,  not  a  ^'servant  of  any  kind," 
but  a  slave ;  and  we  presume  that  he  understood  the  force  of  this 
Greek  word  at  least  as  well  as  Mr.  Barnes  or  Mr.  Sumner.  And 
Dr.  Eobinson,  as  we  have  just  seen,  declares  that  it  never  means 
a  hired  servant. 

Indeed,  all  this  is  so  well  understood  by  Greek  scholars,  that 
Dr.  Macknight  does  not  hesitate  to  render  the  term  dooXoq^  applied 
to  Onesimus  in  the  Epistle  to  Philemon,  by  the  English  word 
sldtve.    He  has  not  even  added  a  footnote,  as  is  customary 
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him  when  he  deems  any  other  translation  of  a  word  than  that 
given  by  himself  at  all  worthy  of  notice.  In  like  manner,  Moses 
Stuart  just  proceeds  to  call  Onesimus  "the  slave  of  Philemon," 
as  if  there  could  be  no  ground  for  doubt  on  so  plain  a  point. 
Such  is  the  testimony  of  these  two  great  Biblical  critics,  who 
devoted  their  lives  in  great  measure  to  the  study  of  the  language, 
literature,  and  interpretation  of  the  Epistles  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament. 

Now,  it  should  be  observed,  that  not  one  of  the  authorities 
quoted  by  us  had  any  motive  "to  pervert  texts,"  or  "to  invent 
authorities,"  "in  support  of  slavery."  Neither  Donnegan,  nor 
Liddell  and  Scott,  nor  Stephens,  nor  Schleusner,  nor  Robinson, 
nor  Smith,  nor  Macknight,  nor  Stuart,  could  possibly  have  had 
any  such  motive.  If  they  were  not  all  perfectly  unbiassed  wit- 
nesses, it  is  certain  they  had  no  bias  in  favor  of  slavery.  It  is, 
indeed,  the  abolitionist,  and  not  the  slaveholder,  who,  in  this 
case,  "has  perverted  texts ;"  and  if  he  has  not  "invented  author- 
ities," it  is  because  his  attempts  to  do  so  have  proved  abortive. 

Beside  the  clear  and  unequivocal  import  of  the  word  applied 
to  Onesimus,  it  is  evident,  from  other  considerations,  that  he  was 
the  slave  of  Philemon.  To  dwell  upon  all  of  these  would,  we 
fear,  be  more  tedious  than  profitable  to  the  reader.  Hence  we 
shall  confine  our  attention  to  a  single  circumstance,  which  will, 
we  think,  be  suflScient  for  any  candid  or  impartial  inquirer  after 
tmth.  Among  the  arguments  used  by  St.  Paul  to  induce  Phile- 
mon to  receive  his  fugitive  slave  kindly,  we  find  this :  "  For  per- 
haps he  therefore  departed  for  a  season^  that  thou  shouldest 
receive  him  ybr^^."  This  verse  is  thus  paraphrased  by  Mac- 
knight: "To  mitigate  thy  resentment,  consider,  that  j?erAap«  aUo 
for  this  reason  he  was  separated  from  thee  for  a  little  while^  (so 
Ttpot;  Qipwf  signified,  1  Thess.  ii.  17,  note  2,)  that  thou  mightest 
have  him  thy  slave  for  life?^  Dr.  Macknight  also  adds,  in  a 
footnote :  "By  telling  Philemon  that  he  would  now  have  Onesi- 
mus forever,  the  apostle  intimates  to  him  his  firm  persuasion  that 
Onesimus  would  n^ver  any  more  run  away  from  him."  Such 
seems  to  be  the  plain,  obvious  import  of  the  apostle's  argument. 
No  one,  it  is  believed,  who  had  no  set  purpose  to  subserve,  or  no 
foregone  conclusion  to  support,  wpuld  view  this  argument  in  any 
other  light.  Perhaps  he  was  separated  for  a  while  as  a  slave, 
that  "thou  mightest  have  him  forever,"  or  for  life.    How  Iiave 
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him  t  Sarely,  one  would  think,  as  a  slave,  or  in  the  same  capacity 
from  which  he  was  separated  for  a  while.  The  argument  requires 
this ;  the  opposition  of  the  words,  and  the  force  of  the  passage, 
imperatively  require  it.  But  yet,  if  we  may  believe  Mr.  Barnes, 
the  meaning  of  St.  Paul  is,  that  perhaps  Onesimus  was  separated 
for  a  while  as  a  servant^  that  Philemon  might  never  receive  him 
again  as  a  servant,  but  forever  as  a  Christian  brother  !  Lest  we 
should  be  suspected  of  misrepresentation,  we  shall  give  his  own 
words.  "The  meaning  is,"  says  he,  "that  it  was  possible  that 
this  was  permitted  in  the  providence  of  God,  in  order  that  Ones- 
imus might  be  brought  under  the  influence  of  the  gospel,  and  be 
iar  more  serviceable  to  Philemon  as  a  Christian  than  he  could 
have  been  in  his  former  relation  to  him." 

In  the  twelfth  verse  of  the  epistle,  St.  Paul  says :  "  Whom  I 
have  sent  again,"  or,  as  Macknight  more  accurately  renders  the 
words,  "Him  I  have  sent  back,"  (^v  ayenepj/^a,)  Here  we  see  the 
great  apostle  actually  sending  back  a  fugitive  slave  to  his 
master.  That  act  of  St.  Paul  is  not,  and  cannot  be,  denied. 
The  words  are  too  plain  for  denial.  Onesimus  "/  have  sent 
hacky  Surely  it  cannot  be  otherwise  than  a  most  unpleasant 
spectacle  to  abolitionist  eyes  thus  to  see  Paul,  the  aged — perhaps 
the  most  venerable  and  glorious  hero  whose  life  is  upon  record — 
assume  such  an  attitude  toward  the  institution  of  slavery.  Had 
lie  dealt  with  slavery  as  he  always  dealt  with  every  thing  which 
he  regarded  as  sin  ;  had  he  assumed  toward  it  an  attitude  of  stem 
and  uncompromising  hostility,  and  had  his  words  been  thunder- 
1>olts  of  denunciation,  then  indeed  would  he  have  been  a  hero 
after  the  very  hearts  of  the  abolitionists.  But,  as  it  is,  they  have 
to  apologize  for  the  great  apostle,  and  try,  as  best  they  may,  to 
cieliver  him  from  his  very  equivocal  position!  But  if  they  are 
true  apostles,  and  not  false,  then,  we  fear,  the  best  apology  for 
liis  conduct  is  that  he  had  never  read  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, nor  breathed  the  air  of  Boston. 

His  point,  however,  we  shall  not  decide.  We  shall  examine 
their  apologies,  and  let  the  candid  reader  decide  for  himself.  St. 
Paul,  it  is  not  denied,  sent  back  Onesimus.  But,  says  Mr. 
33ames,  he  did  not  compel  or  urge  him  to  go.  He  did  not  send 
liim  back  against  his  will.  Onesimus,  no  doubt,  desired  to 
ireturn,  and  St.  Paul  was  moved  to  send  him  by  his  own  request. 
IS'ow,  in  the  first  place,  this  apology  is  built  on  sheer  assumption. 
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There  is  not  the  slightest  evidence  that  Onesimus  requested  St. 
Paul  to  send  him  back  to  his  master.  "There  may  have  been 
many  reasons,"  says  Mr.  Barlies,  "why  Onesimus  desired  to 
return  to  Golosse,  and  no  one  can  prove  that  he  did  not  express 
that  desire  to  St.  Paul,  and  that  his  '  sending '  him  was  not  in 
consequence  of  such  request."  True ;  even  if  Onesimus  had  felt 
no  such  desire,  and  had  expressed  no  such  desire  to  St.  Paul,  it 
would  have  been  impossible,  in  the  very  nature  of  things,  for 
any  one  to  prove  such  negatives,  unless  be  haa  been  expressly 
infoimed  on  the  subject  by  the  writer  of  the  epistle.  But  is  it 
not  truly  wonderful,  that  any  one  should,  without  the  least 
particle  or  shadow  of  evidence,  be  pleased  to  imagine  a  series  of 
propositions,  and  then  call  upon  the  opposite  party  to  disprove 
them?  Is  not  such  proceeding  the  very  stuff  that  dreams  are 
made  of?' 

No  doubt  there  may  have  been  reasons  why  Onesimus  should 
desire  to  return  to  his  master.  There  were  certainly  reasons,  and 
reasons  of  tremendous  force,  too,  why  he  should  have  desired  no 
such  thing.  The  fact  that  Philemon,  whom  he  had  offended  by 
running  away,  had,  according  to  law,  the  power  of  life  and  death 
over  him,  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  he  should  have  dreaded  to 
return.  Hence,  unless  required  by  the  apostle  to  return,  he  may 
have  desired  no  such  thing,  and  no  one  can  prove  that  an  ex- 
pression of  such  desire  on  his  part  was  the  ground  of  the 
apostle's  action.    It  is  certain,  that  he  who  affirms  should  prove. 

In  the  second  place,  if  St.  Paul  were  an  abolitionist  at  heart, 
he  should  have  avoided  the  appearance  of  so  great  an  evil.  He 
should  not,  for  a  moment,  have  permitted  himself  to  stand  before 
the  world  in  the  simple  and  unexplained  attitude  of  one  who  had 
sent  back  a  fugitive  slave  to  his  master.  No  honest  abolitionist 
would  permit  himself  to  appear  in  such  a  light.  He  would 
scorn  to  occupy  such  a  position.  Hence,  we  repeat,  if  St.  Paul 
were  an  abolitionist  at  heart,  he  should  have  let  it  be  known  that^ 
in  sending  Onesimus  back,  he  was  moved,  not  originally  by  the 
principles  of  his  own  heart,  but  by  the  desire  and  request  of  the 
fugitive  himself.  By  such  a  course,  he  would  have  delivered 
himself  from  a  false  position,  and  spared  his  friends  among  the 
abolitionists  the  necessity  of  making  awkward  apologies  for  his 
conduct. 

Thirdly,  the  positions  of  Mr.  Barnes  are  not  merely  sheer 
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asBnmptions ;  they  are  perfectly  grataitous.  For  it  is  easy  to 
explain  the  determination  of  St.  Paul  to  send  Onesimus  back, 
without  having  recourse  to  the  supposition  that  Onesimus  desired 
him  to  do  so.  Such  determination  was,  indeed,  the  natural  and 
necessary  result  of  the  well  known  principles  of  the  great 
apostle.    He  had  repeatedly,  and  most  emphatically,  inculcated 

• 

the  principle,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  slaves  to  "  obey  their  masters," 
and  to  "count  them  worthy  of  all  honor."  This  duty  Onesimus 
had  clearly  violated  in  running  away  from  his  master.  K  St. 
Paul,  then,  had  not  taught  Onesimus  a  different  doctrine  from 
that  which  he  had  taught  the  churches,  he  must  have  felt  that  he 
had  done  wrong  in  absconding  from  Philemon,  and  desired  to 
repair  the  wrong  by  returning  to  him,  "  It  is,"  says  Mr.  Barnes, 
"by  no  means  necessary  to  suppose  that  Paul  felt  that  Onesimus 
was  under  obligation  to  return."  But  we  must  suppose  thiq, 
unless  we  suppose  that  Paul  felt  that  Onesimus  was  under  no 
obligation  to  obey  the  precepts  which  he  himself  had  delivered 
for  the  guidance  and  direction  of  all  Christian  servants. 

We  shall  now  briefly  notice  a  few  other  of  Mr.  Barnes'  argu- 
ments, and  then  dismiss  this  branch  of  the  subject.  "If  St. 
Paul  sent  back  Onesimus,"  says  he,  "this  was,  doubtless,* at  his 
own  request ;  for  there  is  not  the  slightest  evidence  that  he  com- 
pelled him,  or  even  urged  him,  to  go."  We  might  just  as  well 
conclude  that  St.  Paul  first  required  Onesimus  to  return,  because 
there  is  not  the  slightest  evidence  that  Onesimus  made  any  such 
request. 

"  Paul,"  says  Mr.  Barnes,  "  had  no  power  to  send  Onesimus 
back  to  his  master  unless  he  chose  to  go."  This  is  very  true. 
But  still  Onesimus  may  have  chosen  to  go,  just  because  St.  Paul, 
his  greatest  benefactor  and  friend,  had  told  him  it  was  his  duty  to 
do  so.  He  may  have  chosen  to  go,  just  because  the  apostle  had 
told  him  it  is  the  duty  of  servants  not  to  run  away  from  their 
masters,  but  to  obey  them,  and  count  them  worthy  of  all  honor. 
It  is  also  true,  that  "  there  is  not  the  slightest  evidence  that  he 
compelled  him,  or  even  urged  him,  to  go."  It  is,  on  the  other 
hand,  equally  true,  that  there  is  not  the  slightest  evidence  that 
any  thing  more  than  a  bare  expression  of  the  apostle's  opinion, 
or  a  reiteration  of  his  well-known  sentiments,  was  necessary  to 
induce  him  to  return. 

"  The  language  is  just  as  would  have  been  used,"  says  our 
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author,  '*on  the  suppositioD,  either  that  he  requested  him  to  go 
and  beai*  a  letter  to  Colosse,  or  that  OnesimuB  desired  to  go,  and 
that  Paul  sent  him  agreeably  to  his  request.  Compare  Phil.  ii. 
25 :  *  Yet  I  suppose  it  necessary  to  send  Epaphroditus,  my  bro- 
ther, and  companion  in  labor,'  etc.;  Col.  iv.  7,  8  :  '  All  my  estate 
shall  Tychicus  declare  unto  you,  who  is  a  beloved  brother,  and  a 
feithful  minister  and  fellow-servant  in  the  Lord :  whom  I  have 
sent  unto  you  for  the  same  purpose,  that  he  might  know  your 
estate.'  But  Epaphroditus  and  Tychicus  were  not  sent  against 
their  own  will, — nor  is  there  any  more  reason  to  think  that  Ones- 
imus  was."  Now  there  is  not  the  least  evidence  that  either 
Epaphroditus  or  Tychicus  requested  the  apostle  to  send  them  as 
he  did ;  and,  so  far  as  appears  from  his  statements,  the  whole 
thing  originated  with  himself.  It  is  simply  said  that  he  sent 
them.  It  is  true,  they  were  "  not  sent  against  their  own  will," 
for  they  were  ready  and  willing  to  obey  his  directions.  We  have 
good  reason,  as  we  have  seen,  to  believe  that  precisely  the  same 
thing  was  true  in  regard  to  the  sending  of  Onesimus. 

But  there  is  another  case  of  sending  which  Mr.  Barnes  has 
overlooked.  It  is  recorded  in  the  same  chapter  of  the  same  epistle 
which  speaks  of  the  sending  of  Epaphroditus.  We  shall  adduce 
it,  for  it  is  a  case  directly  in  point.  "But  ye  know  the  proof  of 
him,  (i.  e.  of  Timothy,)  that,  as  a  son  with  the  father,  he  hath 
served  with  me  in  the  gospel.  Him,  therefore,  I  hope  to  send 
presently,  so  soon  as  I  shall  see  how  it  will  go  with  me."  Now, 
here  the  apostle  proposes  to  send  Timothy,  not  so  soon  as  Timothy 
should  request  to  be  sent,  but  so  soon  as  he  should  see  how  it 
would  go  with  himself  as  a  prisoner  at  Rome.  "As  a  son  with 
the  iather,"  so  Timothy,  after  his  conversion,  served  with  the 
great  apostle,  and,  not  against  his  own  will,  but  most  cheerlully, 
obeyed  his  directions.  And  in  precisely  the  same  ineffably 
endearing  relation  did  Onesimus  stand  to  the  apostle.  As  a 
recent  convert, — ^as  a  sincere  and  humble  Christian, — ^he  naturally 
looked  to  his  great  inspired  teacher  for  advice,  and  was,  no  doubt, 
with  more  than  filial  affection,  ready  to  obey. 

Hence,  we  insist,  that  Paul  was  responsible  for  the  return  of 
Onesimus  to  his  master.  He  might  have  prevented  his  return, 
had  he  so  desired ;  for  he  tells  us  so  himself,  (ver.  13.)  But 
he  chose  to  send  him  back.  And  why?  Because  Onesimus 
requested  ?    The  apostle  says  not  so.     '^  I  would  have  retained 
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him  with  me,"  says  he  to  Philemon,  "that  in  thy  stead  he  might 
have  ministered  unto  me  in  the  bonds  of  the  gospel.  But  with- 
out THY  MIND  WOULD  I  DO  KOTHiNG."  Nay,  whatever  may  have 
been  his  own  desires,  or  those  of  Onesimns,  he  wonld  do  nothing 
without  the  mind  of  Philemon.  Such  is  the  reason  which  the 
apostle  assigns  for  his  own  conduct,  for  his  own  determination 
not  to  retain  the  fugitive  slave. 

"  What  the  apostle  wrote  to  Philemon  on  this  occasion  is," 
says  Dr.  Macknight,  "  highly  worthy  of  notice ;  namely,  that 
although  he  had  great  need  of  an  affectionate,  honest  servant  to 
minister  to  him  in  his  bonds,  such  as  Onesimus  was,  who  had 
expressed  a  great  inclination  to  stay  with  him ;  and  although,  if 
Onesimus  had  remained  with  him,  he  would  only  have  discharged 
the  duty  which  Philemon  himself  owed  to  his  spiritual  father,  yet 
the  apostle  would  by  no  means  detain  Onesimus  without  Phile- 
mon's leave,  because  it  belonged  to  him  to  dispose  of  his  own 
slave  in  tlie  way  he  thought  proper.  Such  was  the  apostle's 
regard  to  justice,  and  to  the  rights  of  mankind  ! " 

According  to  Mr.  Barnes,  however,  the  apostle  was  governed 
in  this  transaction,  not  by  a  regard  to  principle  or  the  rights  of 
mankind,  but  by  a  regard  for  the  feelings  of  the  master  I  Just 
listen,  for  one  moment,  to  his  marvellous  discourse :  "  It  is  proba- 
ble," says  he,  "that  if  Onesimus  had  proposed  to  return,  it  would 
have  been  easy  for  Paul  to  have  retained  him  with  him.  He 
might  have  represented  his  own  want  of  a  friend.  He  might 
have  appealed  to  his  gratitude  on  account  of  his  efforts  for  his 
conversion.  He  might  have  shown  him  that  he  was  under  no 
moral  obligation  to  go  back.  He  might  have  refused  to  give  him 
this  letter,  and  might  have  so  represented  to  him  the  dangers  of 
the  way,  and  the  probability  of  a  harsh  reception,  as  effectually 
to  have  dissuaded  him  from  such  a  purpose.  But,  in  that  case, 
it  is  clear  that  this  might  have  caused  hard  feeling  in  the  bosom 
of  Philemon,  and  rather  than  do  that,  he  preferred  to  let  him 
return  to  his  master,  and  to  plead  for  him  that  he  might  have  a 
kind  reception.  It  is,  therefore,  by  no  means  necessary  to  sup- 
pose that  Paul  felt  that  Onesimus  was  under  obligation  to  return, 
or  that  he  was  disposed  to  compel  him,  or  that  Onesimus  was  not 
inclined  to  return  voluntarily ;  but  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  are  met  by  the  supposition  that,  if  Paul  had  retained  him, 
Philemon  might  conceive  that  he  had  injured  Aim." 
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Alas  !  that  so  much  truth  should  have  been  suppressed ;  and 
that,  too,  by  the  most  glorious  champion  of  truth  the  world  has 
ever  seen.  He  tells  not  liis  "son  Onesimus"  that  he  is  under  no 
moral  obligation  to  return  to  his  master.  On  the  contrary,  he 
leaves  him  ignorant  of  his  rights — of  his  inherent,  sacred,  and 
eternal  rights.  He  sees  him  blindly  put  off  "the  hero,"  and  put 
on  "tlic  brute"  again.  And  why?  Because,  forsooth,  if  he 
should  only  speak.  Tie  might  cause  hard  feeling  in  the  hosom  of 
hie  master!  Should  he  retain  Onesimus,  his  son,  he  would  not 
injure  Philemon  at  all.  But  then  Philemon  "might  conceive'*'* 
that  he  had  injured  him.  Ah  !  when  will  abolitionist  again  sup- 
press such  mighty  truth,  lest  he  disturb  some  fancied  right,  or 
absurd  feeling  ruffle  ?  When  the  volcano  of  his  mind  suppress 
and  keep  its  furious  fires  in,  lest  he  consume  some  petty  despot's 
despicable  sway ;  or  else,  at  least,  touch  his  tender  sensibilities 
with  momentary  pain  ?  ^^Fiat  jii^titia^  neat  cwhcm^^^  is  a  favor- 
ite maxim  with  other  abolitionists.  But  St.  Paul,  it  seems,  could 
not  assume  quite  so  lofty  a  tone.  He  could  not  say,  "  Let  justice 
be  done,  though  the  heavens  should  fall."  He  could  not  even 
say,  "Let  justice  be  done,"  though  the  feelings  of  Philemon 
should  be  hurt. 

It  is  evident,  we  think,  that  St.  Paul  needs  to  be  defended 
against  Mr.. Barnes'  defenses  of  him,  and  vindicateil  against  his 
apologies.  If,  indeed,  he  were  so  pitiful  a  pleader  of  "the  inno- 
cent cause "  as  Mr.  Barnes  would  have  us  to  believe  he  is,  then, 
we  ask  if  those  abolitionists  are  not  in  the  right  who  despise  both 
the  apostle  and  his  doctrine  ?  No  other  abolitionist,  it  is  certain, 
will  ever  imitate  his  example,  as  that  example  is  represented  by 
Mr.  Barnes.  No  other  abolitionist  will  ever  suppress  the  great 
truths — ^as  he  conceives  them  to  be — with  which  his  soul  is  on 
fire,  and  which,  in  his  view,  lie  at  the  foundation  of  human  hap- 
piness, lest  he  should  "  cause  hard  feelings "  in  the  bosom  of  a 
slaveholder. 

It  may  be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  remarks  and  apology  of  Mr. 
Barnes  do  not  proceed  on  the  supposition  that  Onesimus  was  a 
slave.  If  so,  the  answer  is  at  hand.  For  surely  Mr.  Barnes  can- 
not think  it  would  have  been  dishonorable  in  the  apostle  to 
advise,  or  even  to  urge,  "a  hired  servant,"  or  "an  apprentice," 
to  return  and  fulfill  his  contract.  It  is  evident  that,  although  Mr. 
Barnes  would  have  the  reader  to  believe  that  Onesimus  was 
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merely  a  hired  Bervant  or  an  apprentice,  he  soon  forgets  his  own 
interpretation,  and  proceeds  to  reason  just  as  if  he  himself 
regarded  him  as  a  slave.  This,  if  possible,  will  soon  appear 
still  more  evident. 

The  apostle  did  not,  according  to  Mr.  Barnes,  wholly  conceal 

his  abolition  sentiments.     He  made  them  known  to  Philemon. 

Yes,  we  are  gravely  told,  the  letter  which  Onesimus  carried  in 

his  pocket,  as  he  wended  his  way  back  from  Rome  to  Colosse, 

was  and  is  ao  emancipation  document  I     This  great  discovery  is, 

we  believe,  dne  to  the  abolitionists  of  the  present  day.     It  was 

first  made  by  Mr.  Barnes,  or  Dr.  Channing,  or  some  other  learned 

emancipationist,  and  after  them  by  Mr.  Sumner.     Indeed,  the 

discovery  that  it  appears  from  the  face  of  the  epistle  itself  that  it 

is  an  emancipation  document,  is  the  second  of  the  two  •'couclu- 

eive  things"  which,  in  Mr.  Sumner's  opinion,  constitute  ''an  all- 

euflScient  response"  to  anti-abolitionists. 

Now  supposing  St.  Paul  to  have  been  an  abolitionist,  such  a 
disclosure  of  his  views  would,  we  admit,  afford  some  little  relief 
tx)  our  minds.  For  it  would  show  that,  although  he  did  not  pro- 
Aroke  opposition  by  proclaiming  the  truth  to  the  churches  and  to 
"fche  world,  he  could  at  least  run  the  risk  of  hurting  the  feelings 
of  a  slaveholder.  But  let  us  look  into  this  great  discoveiy,  and 
^ee  if  the  apostle  has,  in  reality,  whispered  any  such  words  of 
emancipation  in  the  ear  of  Philemon. 

In  his  note  to  the  sixteenth  verse  of  the  epistle,  Mr.  Barnes 
Bays:  "Not  now  as  a  servant.  The  adverb  rendered  'not  now,' 
^ouxiri,)  means  no  more^  no  further^  no  longer?'^  So  let  it  be. 
We  doubt  not  that  such  is  its  meaning.  Hence,  we  need  not 
examine  Mr.  Barnes'  numerous  authorities,  to  show  that  such  is 
the  force  of  the  adverb  in  question.  He  has,  we  admit,  most 
^bnndantly  established  his  point  that  ohxht  means  no  longer.  But 
then  this  is  a  point  which  no  anti-abolitionist  has  the  least  occa- 
sion to  deny.  We  find  precisely  the  same  rendition  in  Macknight, 
Hnd  we  are  perfectly  willing  to  abide  by  his  translation.  If  Mr. 
Sarnes  had  spared  himself  the  trouble  of  producing  these  author- 
ities, and  adduced  only  one  to  show  that  h6i)Xo<:  means  a  hired 
servant^  or  an  apprentice^  his  labor  would  have  been  bestowed 
^^here  it  is  needed. 

As  the  passage  stands,  then,  St.  Paul  exhorts  Philemon  to 
receive  Onesimus,  "no  longer  as  a  servant."     Now  this,  we 
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admit,  is  perfectly  correct  as  far  as  it  goes.  "It  {i.  e.  this 
adverb)  implies,"  says  Mr.  Barnes,  "  that  he  had  been  in  this 
condition,  hut  was  not  to  he  nowP  He  was  no  longer  to  be  & 
servant  I  Over  this  view  of  the  passage,  Mr.  Sumner  goes  into 
qnite  a  paroxysm  of  triumphant  joy.  "Secondly,"  says  he,  "in 
charging  Onesimus  with  this  epistle  to  Philemon,  the  apostle 
announces  him  as  'not  now  a  servant,  but  above  a  servant, — a 
brother  beloved  ; '  and  he  enjoins  upon  his  correspondent  the  hos- 
pitality due  only  to  a  freeman,  saying  expressly,  '  K  thou  count 
me,  therefore,  as  a  partner,  receive  him  as  myself ; '  ay,  sir,  not 
as  slave,  not  even  as  servant,  but  as  a  brother  beloved,  even  as 
tlie  apostle  himself.  Thus  with  apostolic  pen  wrote  Paul  to  his 
disciple  Philemon.  Beyond  all  doubt,  in  these  words  of  gentle- 
ness, benediction,  and  emancipation,*  dropping  with  celestial, 
soul-awakening  power,  there  can  be  no  justification  for  a  conspi- 
racy, which,  beginning  with  the  treachery  of  Iscariot,  and  the- 
temptation  of  pieces  of  silver,  seeks  by  fraud,  brutality,  and  vio- 
lence, through  oflScers  of  the  law  armed  to  the  teeth  like  pirates, 
and  amid  soldiera  who  degrade  their  uniform,  to  hurl  a  fellow- 
man  back  into  the  lash-resounding  den  of  American  slavery ;  and 
if  any  one  can  thus  pervert  this  beneficent  example,  allow  me  to 
say  that  he  gives  too  much  occasion  to  doubt  his  intelligence  or 
his  sincerity." 

Now  in  regard  to  the  spirit  of  this  passage  we  have  at  present 
nothing  to  say.  The  sudden  transition  fi*om  the  apostle's  "  words 
of  blessing  and  benediction,"  to  Mr.  Sumner's  words  of  railing 
and  vituperation,  we  shall  pass  by  unnoticed.  Upon  these  the 
reader  may  make  his  own  comments.  It  is  our  object  simply  to 
comment  on  the  words  of  the  great  apostle.  And,  in  the  first 
place,  we  venture  to  suggest  that  there  are  several  very  serious 
diflSculties  in  the  way  of  Mr.  Barnes'  and  Mr.  Sumner's  interpre- 
tation of  the  passage  in  question: 

Let  us,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  concede  to  these  gentlemen 
that  Onesimus  was  merely  the  hired  servant,  or  apprentice,  of 
Philemon.  What  then  follows?  If  they  are  not  in  error,  it- 
clearly  and .. unequivocally  follows  that  St.  Paul's  "words  of 
emancipation  "  were  intended,  not  for  slaves  merely,  but  for  hired 
servants  and  apprentices !   For  servants  of  any  and  every  desrcip- 

*  The  emphasis  is  ours.. 
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tion  1  Mr.  SumDer  expressly  tells  us  that  he  was  to  return,  "  not 
as  a  slave,  not  even  as  a  servant^  but  as  a  brother  beloved." 
Now  such  a  scheme  of  emancipation  would,  it  seems  to  us,  suit 
the  people  of  Boston  as  little  as  it  would  those  of  Richmond.  It 
would  abolish  every  kind  of  "servitude,  whether  voluntary  or 
involuntary,"  and  release  all  hired  servants,  as  well  as  appren- 
tices, from  the  obligation  of  their  contracts.  Such  is  one  of  the 
difficulties  in  their  way.  It  may  not  detract  from  the  "sincerity," 
it  certainly  reflects  no  credit  on  the  "intelligence,"  of  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, to  be  guilty  of  such  an  oversight. 

There  is  another  very  grave  difficulty  in  the  way  of  these  gen- 
tlemen. St.  Paul  writes  that  the  servant  Onesimus,  who  had 
been  unprofitable  to  Philemon  in  times  past,  would  now  be  profit- 
able to  him.  But  how  profitable  ?  As  a  servant  ?  No  !  he  was 
no  longer  to  serve  him  at  all.  His  "emancipation"  was  an- 
nounced !  He  was  to  be  received,  not  as  a  slave,  not  even  as  a 
servant,  but  only  as  a  brother  beloved  !  Philemon  was,  indeed, 
to  extend  to  him  the  hospitalities  due  to  a  freeman,  even  sucli  as 
were  due  to  the  apostle  himself?  Now,  for  aught  we  know,  it 
may  have  been  very  agreeable  to  the  feelings  of  Philemon,  to 
have  his  former  servant  thus  unceremoniously  "emancipated,"  ' 
and  quartered  upon  him  as  " a  gentleman  of  elegant  leisure;" 
but  how  this  could  have  been  so  profitable  to  him  is  more  than 
we  can  conceive. 

It  must  be  admitted,  we  think,  that  in  a  wordly  point  of  view, 
all  the  profits  would  have  been  on  the  side  of  Onesimus.  "  But," 
says  Mr.  Barnes,  "  he  would  now  be  more  profitable  as  a  Chris- 
tian brother."  It  is  true,  Onesimus  had  not  been  very  profitable 
as  a  Christian  brother  before  he  ran  away,  for  he  had  not  been  a 
Christian  brother  at  all.  But  if  he  were  sent  back  by  the  apostle, 
because  he  would  be  profitable  merely  as  a  Christian  brother,  we 
cannot  see  why  any  other  Christian  brother  would  not  have 
answered  the  purpose  just  as  well  as  Onesimus.  If  such,  indeed, 
were  the  apostle's  object,  he  might  have  conferred  a  still  greater 
benefit  upon  Philemon  by  sending  several  Christian  brethren  to 
live  with  him,  and  to  feast  upon  his  good  things. 

Thirdly,  the  supposition  that  St.  Paul  thus  announced  the 
emancipation  of  Onesimus,  is  as  iirconsistent  with  the  whole 
scope  and  design  of  the  passage,  as  it  is  with  the  character  of 
the  apostle.     If  he  would  do  nothing  without  the  consent  of 
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Philemon,  not  even  retain  his  servant  to  minister  to  himseH 
while  in  prison,  much  less  would  he  declare  him  emancipated,  am 
introduce  him  to  his  former  master  as  a  freeman.  We  submit  t< 
the  candid  reader,  we  submit  to  every  one  who  has  the  least  per 
ception  of  the  character  and  spirit  of  the  apostle,  if  such  ai 
interpretation  of  his  words  be  not  simply  ridiculous. 

It  is  certain  that  such  an  interpretation  is  peculiar  to  aboli 
tionists.  "Men,"  says  Mr.  Sumner,  ''are  prone  to  find  in  un 
certain,  disconnected  texts,  a  confirmation  of  their  own  persona 
prejudices  or  prepossessions.  And  I," — he  continues,  ''who  an 
no  divine,  but  only  a  simple  layman — make  bold  to  say,  tha 
whosoever  finds  in  the  gospel  any  sanction  of  slavery,  finds  ther< 
merely  a  reflection  of  himself."  He  must  have  been  a  verj 
simple  layman  indeed,  if  he  did  not  perceive  how  very  easily  hit 
woi;d8  might  have  been  retorted.  We  venture  to  affirm  that  nc 
one,  except  an  abolitionist,  has  ever  found  the  slightest  tinctun 
of  abolitionism  in  the  writings  of  the  great  apostle  to  th( 
Gentiles. 

The  plain  truth  is,  that  Philemon  is  exhorted  to  receive  Ones 
imus  "  no  longer  as  a  slave  only,  but  above  a  slave, — a  brothei 
beloved."  Such  is  the  translation  of  Macknight,  and  such,  too 
is  the  concurrent  voice  of  every  commentator  to  whom  we  have 
access.  Pool,  Olarke,  Scott,  Benson,  Doddridge — all  unite  ii 
the  interpretation  that  Onesimus  was,  in  the  heaven-inspired  ano 
soul-subduing  words  of  the  loving  apostle,  commended  to  hit 
master,  not  as  a  slave  merely^  but  also  as  a  Christian  brother 
The  great  fact — the  "  words  of  emancipation,"  which  Mr.  Sum- 
ner sees  so  clearly  on  "the  face  of  the  epistle," — they  cannot  sec 
at  all.  Neither  sign  nor  shadow  of  any  such  thing  can  they  per- 
ceive. It  is  a  sheer  reflection  of  the  abolitionist  himself.  Tims, 
the  Old  Testament  is  not  only  merged  in  the  New,  but  the  Ne^ 
itself  is  merged  in  Mr.  Charles  Sumner,  of  Massachusetts. 

We  shall  notice  one  passage  more  of  Scripture.  The  seventl 
chapter  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians  begins  thus :  "  New 
concerning  the  things  whereof  ye  wrote  unto  me ;"  and  it  pro- 
ceeds to  notice,  among  other  things,  the  relation  of  master  and 
slave.  This  passage  was  designed  to  correct  the  disorders  among 
the  Christian  slaves  at  Corinth,  who,  agreeably  to  the  doctrine  of 
the  false  teacher,  claimed  their  liberty^  on  pretence  that^  <u 
brethren  in  Christy  they  were  on  an  equality  with  their  Christian 
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masUra.^^  Here,  then,  St.  Paul  met  abolitionism  face  to  face.  And 
how  did  he  proceed  ?  Did  he  favor  the  false  teacher  ?  Did  he 
recognize  the  claim  of  the  discontented  Christian  slaves  ?  Did 
he  even  once  hint  that  they  were  entitled  to  their  freedom,  on  the 
groand  that  all  men  are  equal,  or  on  any  other  ground  whatever  ? 
His  own  words  will  furnish  the  best  answer  to  these  questions. 

"Let  every  man,"  says  he,  "  abide  in  the  same  calling  wherein 
he  was  called.  Art  thou  called,  being  a  servant  ?  caj*e  not  far 
ity  Thus,  were  Christian  slaves  exhorted  to  continue  in  that 
condition  of  life  in  which  they  were  when  converted  to  Chris- 
tianity. This  will  not  be  denied.  It  is  too  plain  for  controversy. 
It  is  even  admitted  by  Mr.  Barnes  himself.  In  the  devout  con- 
templation of  this  passage  Chrysostom  exclaims:  '^'Hast  thou 
been  called,  being  a  slave  ?  Oare  not  for  it.  Continue  to  be  a 
slave.  Hast  thou  been  called,  being  in  uncircumcision  ?  Re- 
main uncircumcised.  Being  circumcised,  didst  thou  become  a 
believer?  Continue  circumcised.  For  these  are  no  hindrances 
to  piety.  Thou  are  called,  being  a  slave;  another,  with  an 
unbelieving  wife;  another,  being  circumcised.  [Astonishing! 
Where  has  he  put  slavery?]  As  circumcisioti  profits  not,  and 
nnciroftincision  does  no  harm,  so  neither  doth  slavery  nor  yet 
Uberty> 

"The  great  argument"  against  slavery  is,  according  to  Dr. 
Ghanning  and  other  abolitionists,  drawn  from  the  immortality  of 
the  soul.  "  Into  every  human  being,"  says  he,  "  God  has  breathed 
an  immortal  spirit,  more  precious  than  the  whole  outward  crea- 
tion. No  "earthly  nor  celestial  language  can  exaggerate  the 
worth  of  a  human  being."  The  powers  of  this  immortal  spirit, 
he  concludes,  "reduce  to  insignificance  all  outward  distinctions." 
Tea,  according  to  St.  Paul  himself,  they  reduce  to  utter  insig- 
nificance all  outward  distinctions,  and  especially  the  distinction 
between  liberty  and  slavery.  "  Art  thou  called,"  says  he,  "  being 
a  slave?  care  not  for  it."  Art  thou,  indeed,  the  Lord's  freeman, 
and  as  euch  destined  to  reign  on  a  throne  of  glory  forever  ?  Oh, 
then,  care  not  for  the  paltry  distinctions  of  the  passing  world  ! 

Nowy.  whom  shall  the  Christian  teacher  take  for  his  model  ? 
— St.  Paul,  or  Dr.  Channing?  Shall  he  seek  to  make  men  con- 
tented with  the  condition  in  which  God  has  placed  them,  or  shall 
he  stir  up  discontent,  and  infiame  the  restless  passions  of  men? 
Shall  he  himself,  like  the  great  apostle,  be  content  to  preach  the 
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doctrines  of  eternal  life  to  a  perishing  world ;  or  shall  he  make 
politics  his  calling,  and  inveigh  against  the  domestic  relations  of 
society  ?  Shall  he  exhort  men  not  to  continue  in  the  condition 
of  life  in  which  God  has  placed  tlicm,  but  to  take  his  providence 
out  of  his  hands,  and,  in  direct  opposition  to  his  word^  assert 
their  rights  ?  In  one  word,  shall  he  preach  the  gospel  of  Christ 
and  his  apostles,  or  shall  he  preach  the  gospel  of  the  abolitionist? 
"  Art  thou  called,  being  a  servant  ?  care  not  for  it ;  but  if  thon 
mayest  be  made  free,  use  it  rather."    The  Grpek  runs  thus : 

dXX^   ei   xai    duvcurat    iXeuOepo^  yeviaOai,   fidXXov  //o^erac,-?— literally,  "  but 

even  if  thou  canst  become  free,  rather  make  use  of."  Make  use 
of  what  ?  The  Greek  verb  is  left  without  a  case.  How,  then, 
shall  this  be  applied?  To  what  does  the  ambiguous  it  of  our 
translation  refer  ?  "  One  and  all  of  the  native  Greek  commenta- 
tors in  the  early  ages,"  says  Stuart,  "  and  many  expositors  in 
modern  times,  say  that  the  word  to  be  supplied  is  douXeta,  i.  e. 
slavery^  bondage.  The  reason  which  they  give  for  it  is,  that 
this  is  the  only  construction  which  can  support  the  proposition 
the  apostle  is  laboring  to  establish,  viz. :  '  Let  every  man  abide 
in  statu  quo?  Even  De  Wette,  (who,  for  his  high  liberty 
notions,  was  banished  from  Germany,)  in  his  commentary^  this 
passage,  seems  plainly  to  accede  to  the  force  of  this  reasaolDg ; 
and  with  him  many  othera  have  agreed.  No  man  can  looK  at 
the  simple  continuity  of  logic  in  the  passage  without  feeling  that 
there  is  force  in  the  appeal."  Yet  the  fact  should  not  bo  con- 
cealed, that  Stuart  himself  is  ^^not  satisfied  with  tlris  exegesis  of 
the  passage ;"  which,  according  to  his  own  statement,  was  the 
universal  interpretation  from  "  the  early  ages  "  down  to  the  six- 
teenth century.  This  change,  says  he,  ''  seems  to  have  been  the 
spontaneous  prompting  of  the  spirit  of  liberty,  that  beat  high  "  in 
the  bosom  of  its  author. 

Now  have  we  not  some  reason  to  distrust  aa  interpretation 
which  comes  not  exactly  from  Heaven,  but  from  a  spirit  beating 
high  in  the  human  breast?  TTiat  is  certainly  not  an  unerring 
spirit.  We  have  already  seen  what  it  can  do  with  the  Scriptures. 
But  whether  it  has  erred  in  this  instance,  or  not,  it  is  certfiin  that 
it  should  never  be  permitted  to  beat  so  very  high  in  any  human 
breast  as  to  annul  the  teachings  of  the  apostle,  or  to  make  him 
contradict  himself.  This  has  been  too  often  done.  We  too 
frequently  hear  those  who  admit  that  St.  Paul  exhorts  ^'  slaves  to 
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continue  in  Blavery,"  still  contend  that ''if  they  maybe  made 
free,''  fehey  should  move  heaven  and  earth  to  attain  so  desirable 
an  object.  They  ^'  should  continue  in  that  state,"  and  yet  exert 
all  their  power  to  escape  therefi-om  1    ^ 

Conybeare  and  Ilowson,  who  are  acknowledged  to  be  among 
the  best  commentators  of  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  have  restored 
"the  continuity  of  his  logic."  They  translate  his  words  thus: 
"Nay,  though  thou  have  power  to  gain  thy  freedom,  seek  rather 
to  remain  content."  This  translation  certainly  possesses  the 
advantage  that  it  makes  the  doctrine  of  St.  Paul  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  itself. 

But  let  us  return  to  the  point  in  regard  to  which  there  is  no 
controversy.  It  is  on  all  sides  agreed,  that  St.  Paul  no  less  than 
three  tinaes  exhorts  every  man  to  continue  in  the  condition  in 
which  Providence  has  placed  him.  "And  this  rule,"  says  he, 
"  ordain  I  in  all  the  churches."  Yet — would  any  man  believe  it 
possible  ? — the  very  quintessence  of  abplitionism  itself  has  been 
extracted  from  this  passage  of  his  writings  1  Let  us  consider  for 
a  moment  the  wonderful  alchemy  by  which  this  has  been  effected. 

We  find  in  this  passage  the  words :  "  Be  not  ye  the  servants 
of  men."  These  words  arc  taken  from  the  connection  in  which 
they  stand,  dissevered  from  the  words  which  precede  and  follow 
them,  and  then  made  to  teach  that  slaves  should  not  submit  to 
the  authority  of  their  masters,  should  not  continue  in  their 
present  conditionJ  It  is  certain  that  no  one  but  an  abolitionist, 
who  has  lost  all  respect  for  revelation  except  when  it  happens  to 
square  with  his  own  notions,  could  thus  make  the  apostle  so 
directly  and  so  flatly  contradict  himself  and  all  his  teaching. 
Different  interpretations  have  been  given  to  the  words  just 
quoted  ;  but  until  abolitionism  set  its  cloven  foot  upon  the  Bible, 
such  violence  had  not  been  done  to  its  sacred  pages. 

Conybeare  and  Howson  suppose  that  the  words  in  question  are 
intended  to  caution  the  Corinthians  against  "  their  servile  adher- 
ence to  party  leaders."  Bloomfield,  in  like  manner,  says :  "The 
best  commentators  are  agreed,"  that  they  are  "to  be  taken  figur- 
ativeb',  in  the  sense,  'do  not  be  blindly  followers  of  men,  con- 
formftg  to  their  opinions,'  etc."  It  is  certain  that  Bosenmiiller, 
Grotius,  and  we  know  not  how  many  more,  have  all  concurred  in 
this  interpretation.  But  be  the  meaning  what  it  may,  it  is  not 
an  exhortation  to  slaves  to  burst  their  bonds  in  sunder,  unless  the 
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apostle  has,  in  one  and  the  same  breath,  taught  diametrically 
opposite  doctrines. 

Yet,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  plain  words  of  the  apostle,  and 
to  the  concurrent  voice  of  commentators  and  critics,  is  he  made 
to  teach  that  slaves  should  throw  off  the  authority  of  their 
masters!  Lest  such  a  thing  should  be  deemed  impossible,  we 
quote  the  words  of  the  author  by  whom  this  outrage  has  been 
perpetrated.  ''The  command  of  the  23d  verse,"  says  he,  "'be 
not  ye  the  servants  of  men,'  is  equally  plain.  There  are  no  such 
commands  uttered  in  regard  to  the  relations  of  husband  and  wife, 
parent  and  child,  as  are  here  given  in  regard  to  slavery.  No  one 
is  thus  urged  to  dissolve  the  marriage  relation.  No  such  com- 
mands are  given  to  relieve  children  from  ohediencd  to  their 
'parents^'^  etc.*  Nor  is  any  such  command,  we  repeat,  given  to 
relieve  slaves  from  obedience  to  their  masters,  or  to  dissolve  the 
relation  between  them. 

If  such  violence  to  Scripture  had  been  done  by  an  obscure 
scribbler,  or  by  an  infidel  quoting  the  word  of  God  merely  for  a 
purpose,  it  would  not  have  been  matter  of  such  profound  aston- 
ishment. But  is  it  not  unspeakably  shocking  that  a  Christian 
man,  nay,  that  a  Christian  minister  and  doctor  of  divinity, 
should  thus  set  at  naught  the  clearest,  the  most  unequivocal,  and 
the  most  universally  received  teachings  of  the  gospel  ?  K  he  had 
merely  accused  the  Christian  man  of  the  South,  as  he  has  bo 
often  done  in  his  two  stupid  volumes  on  slavery,  of  the  crimes 
of  "swindling,"  of  "theft,"  of  "robbing,"  and  of  "mansteal- 
ing,"  we  could  have  borne  with  him  well ;  and,  as  we  have 
hitherto  done,  continued  to  pass  by  his  labors  with  silent  con- 
tempt. But  we  have  deemed  it  important  to  show  in  what  man- 
ner, and  to  what  extent,  the  spirit  of  abolitionism  can  wrest  the 
pure  word  of  God  to  its  antichristian  purpose. 

We  shall  conclude  the  argument  from  Scripture  with  the  fol- 
lowing just  and  impressive  testimony  of  the  Princeton  Review : 
"The  mass  of  the  pious  and  thinking  people  in  this  country  are 
neither  abolitionists  nor  the  advocates  of  slavery.  They  stand 
where  they  ever  have  stood — on  the  broad  Scriptural  found^on  ; 
maintaining  the  obligation  of  all  men,  in  their  several  places 
and  relations,  to  act  on  the  law  of  love,  and  to  promote  the 

*  Elliott  on  Slavery,  vol.  i.  p.  205. 
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Bpiritnal  and  temporal  welfare  of  others  by  every  means  in  tlieir 
power.  They  stand  aloof  from  the  abolitionists  for  various 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  they  disapprove  of  their  principles. 
The  leading  characteristic  doctrine  of  this  sect  is  that  slavehold- 
ing  is  in  all  cases  a  sin,  and  should,  therefore,  under  all  circum- 
stances, be  immediately  abandoned.  As  nothing  can  he  plainer 
than  that  slaveholders  were  admitted  to  the  Christian  church  hy 
the  iiispired  apostles^  the  advocates  of  this  doctrine  are  brought 
into  direct  collision  with  the  Scriptures.  This  leads  to  one  of 
the  most  dangerous  evils  connected  with  the  whole  system^  viz.^ 
a  disregard  of  the  authority  of  the  word  of  Ood^  a  setting  up 
a  different  and  higher  standard  of  truth  and  duty^  and  a  proud 
and  confident  wresting  of  Scripture  to  suit  th^ir  own  purposes. 
The  history  of  interpretation  furnishes  no  examples  of  mobb 
willful  and  violent  perversions  of  the  sacred  text  than  abe 

TO  BE  FOUND  IN  THE  WRmNGS  OF  THE  ABOLITIONISTS.  ThEY  BEEM 
TO  CONSIDER  THEMSELVES  ABOVE  THE  ScRIPTURES  *,  AND  WHEN  THEY 
PUT  THEMSELVES  ABOVE  THE  LAW  OF  GoD,  H"  IS  NOT  WONDERFUL 
THAT    THEY    SHOULD    DISREGARD    THE    LAWS     OF    MEN.      Significant 

manifestations  of  the  result  of  this  disposition  to  consider  their 
own  light  a  surer  guide  than  the  word  of  God,  are  visible  in 
the  anarchical  opinions  about  human  governments,  civil  and 
ecclesiastical,  and  on  the  rights  of  women,  which  have  found 
appropriate  advocates  in  the  abolition  publications.  Let  these 
principles  be  carried  out,  and  there  is  an  end  to  all  social  subor- 
dination, to  all  security  for  life  and  property,  to  all  guarantee  for 
public  or  domestic  virtue.  If  ou^  women  are  to  be  emancipated 
from  subjection  to  the  law  which  God  has  imposed  upon  them,  if 
they  are  to  quit  the  retirement  of  domestic  life,  where  they  preside 
in  stillness  over  the  character  and  destiny  of  society ;  if  they  are 
to  come  forth  in  the  liberty  of  men,  to  be  our  agents,  our  public 
lecturers,  our  committee-men,  our  rulers  ;  if,  in  studied  insult  U> 
the  authority  of  God,  we  are  to  renounce  in  the  marriage  contract 
all  claim  to  obedience,  we  shall  soon  have  a  country  over  which 
the  genius  of  Mary  Wolstonecraft  would  delight  to  preside,  but 
from  which  all  order  and  all  virtue  would  speedily  be  banished. 
There  is  no  form  of  human  excellence  before  which  we  bow  with 
profounder  deference  than  that  which  appears  in  a  delicate 
woman,  adorned  with  the  inward  graces  and  devoted  to  the 
peculiar  duties  of  her  sex  ;  and  there,  is  no  deformity  of  human 
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character  from  which  we  turn  with  deeper  loathing  than  from  a 
woman  forgetftil  of  her  nature,  and  clamorous  for  the  vocation 
and  rights  of  men.  It  would  not  be  fair  to  object  to  the  aboli- 
tionists the  disgusting  and  disorganizing  opinions  of  even  some 
of  their  leading  advocates  and  publications,  did  they  not  continue 
to  patronize  those  publications,  and  were  not  these  opinions  the 
legitimate  consequences  X>(  their  own  principles.  Their  women 
do  but  apply  their  own  method  of  dealing  with  Scripture  to 
another  case.  This  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  the  party  have 
candor  enough  to  acknowledge,  and  are  therefore  prepared  to 
abide  the  result." 


CHAPTER    IV. 

THE  ARGUllENT  FROM  THE  PUBLIC  GOOD. 

The  Question — Emancipation  in  the  British  Colonies — The  manner  in  which 
Emancipation  has  ruined  the  British  Colonies — The  great  benefit  supposed, 
by  American  Abolitionists,  to  result  to  the  freed  Negroes  from  the  British 
Act  of  Emancipation — The  Consequences  of  Abolition  to  the  South — Eleva- 
tion of  the  Blacks  by  Southern  Slavery. 

We  have  not  shunned  the  abstractions  of  the  abolitionist.  We 
have,  on  the  contrary,  examined  all  his  arguments,  even  the  most 
abstract,  and  endeavored  to  show  that  they  either  rest  on  false 
assumptions,  or  consist  in  false  deductions.  While  engaged  in 
this  analysis  of  his  errors,  we  have  more  than  once  had  occasion 
to  remind  him  .that  the  great  practical  problem  of  slavery  is  to  be 
determined,  if  determined  at  all,  not  by  an  appeal  to  absti'actions, 
but  simply  by  a  consideration  of  the  public  good.  It  is  under 
this  point  of  view,  or  with  reference  to  the  highest  good  of  the 
governed,  that  we  now  proceed  to  consider  the  institution  of 
slavery. 

The  way  is  open  and  clear  for  this  view  of  the  subject.  For 
we  have  seen,  we  trust,  that  slavery  is  condemned  neither  by  any 
principle  of  natural  justice,  nor  by  any  precept  of  divine  revela- 
tion. On  the  other  hand,  if  we  mistake  not,  it  has  been  most 
clearly  shown  that  the  doctrines  and  practices  of  the  abolitionist 
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are  at  war  with  the  most  explicit  words  of  God,  as  well  as 
with  the  most  nnqnestioDable  principles  of  political  ethics. 
Hence,  without  the  least  disrespect  to  the  eternal  prindpleB 
of  right,  we  may  now  proceed  to  subject  his  doctrines  to  the 
only  remaining  test  of  political  truth,  namely,  to  the  test  qf 
eoBperience.  Having  examined  the  internal  qualities  of  the  tree 
and  found  them  bad,  we  may  now  proceed  to  inquire  if  "its 
fimits"  be  not  poison.  And  if  the  sober  lessons  of  history,  if  the 
infallible  records  of  experience,  be  found  in  perfect  harmony  with 
the  conclusions  of  reason  and  of  revelation,  then  shall  we  not  be 
triply  justified  in  pronouncing  abolitionism  a  social  and  a  moral 
curse } 

§  I.    The  Question. 

Here,  at  the  outset,  we  may  throw  aside  a  mass  of  useless  ver- 
biage, with  which  our  inquiry  is  usually  encumbered.  We  are 
eternally  told  that  Kentucky  has  fallen  behind  Ohio,  and  Virginia 
behind  Pennsylvania,  because  their  energies  have  been  crippled, 
and  their  prosperity  over-clouded,  by  the  institution  of  slavery. 
Now,  it  is  of  no  importance  to  our  argument  that  we  should 
either  deny  the  fact,  or  the  explanation  which  is  given  of  it  by 
abolitionists.  If  the  question  were,  whether  slavery  should  be 
introduced  among  us,  or  into  any  non-slaveholding  State,  then 
such  facts  and  explanations  would  be  worthy  of  our  notice.  Then 
such  an  appeal  to  experience  would  be  relevant  to  the  point  in 
dispute.  But  such  is  not  the  question.  We  are  not  called  upon 
to  decide  whether  slavery  shall  be  established  in  our  midst  or  not. 
This  question  has  been  decided  for  us.  Slavery — as  every  body 
knows — was  forced  upon  the  colonies,  by  the  arbitrary  and  des- 
potic rule  of  Great  Britain,  and  that,  too,  against  the  earnest 
remonstrances  of  our  ancestors.  The  thing  has  been  done.  The 
past  is  beyond  our  control.  It  is  fixed  and  unalterable.  The 
only  inquiry. which  remains  for  us  now  is,  whether  the  slavery 
which  was  thus  forced  upon  our  ancestors  shall  be  continued,  or 
whether  it  shall  be  abolished  ?  The  question  is  not  what  Virginia, 
or  Kentucky,  or  any  other  slave  State,  might  have  been,  but 
what  they  would  be  in  case  slavery  were  abolished.  If  abolition- 
ists would  speak  to  the  point,  then  let  them  show  us  some  countiy 
in  which  slavery  has  been  abolished,  and  we  will  abide  by  the 
experiment.    Fortunately  for  us,  we  need  not  look  far  for  such  an 
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experiment ; — an  experiment  which  has  been  made,  not  upon 
mere  chattels  or  brutes,  but  upon  the  social  and  moral  well-being 
of  more  than  a  million  of  human  beings.  We  refer,  of  course, 
to  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  in  the  British  colonies.  This 
work,  as  every  one  knows,  was  the  great  vaunted  achievement  of 
British  abolitionists.  Here,  then,  we  may  see  their  philosophy— 
if  philosophy  it  may  be  called — "  teaching  by  example."  Here 
we  may  see  and  taste  the  jfruits  of  abolitionism,  ere  we  conclude 
to  grow  them  upon  our  own  soil. 

§  II.   Emancipation  in  the  British  Colonies. 

It  is  scarcely  in  the  power  of  human  language  to  describe  the 
enthusiastic  delight  with  which  the  abolitionists,  both  in  England 
and  in  America,  were  inspired  by  the  spectacle  of  West  India 
Emancipation.  We  might  easily  adduce  a  hundred  illustrations 
of  the  almost  frantic  joy  with  which  it  intoxicated  their  brains. 
We  shall,  however,  for  the  sake  of  brevity,  confine  our  attention 
to  a  single  example, — which  wijl,  at  the  same  time,  serve  to  show, 
not  only  how  wild  the  abolitionist  himself  was,  but  also  how 
indignant  he  became  that  others  were  not  equally  disjwsed  to 
part  with  their  sober  senses.  "The  prevalent  state  of  feeling," 
said  Dr.  Ohanning  in  1840,  "  in  the  free  States  in  regard  to  sla- 
very is  indijfference — an  indifference  strengthened  by  the  notion 
of  great  diflSculties  attending  the  subject.  The  fact  is  painful,  but 
the  truth  should  be  spoken.  The  majority  of  the  people,  even 
yet,  care  little  about  the  matter.  A  painful  proof  of  this  insensi- 
bility was  furnished  about  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  when  the 
English  West  Indies  were  emancipated.  An  event  surpassing 
this  in  moral  grandeur  is  not  recorded  in  history.  In  one  day, 
probably  seven  hundred  thousand  of  human  beings  were  rescued 
from  bondage  to  fiiU,  unqualified  freedom.  The  consciousness  of 
wrongs,  in  so  many  breasts,  was  exchanged  into  rapturous,  grate- 
ful joy.  What  shouts  of  thanksgiving  broke  forth  from  those 
liberated  crowds  !  What  new  sanctity  and  strength  were  added 
to  the  domestic  ties  1  What  new  hopes  opened  on  fiiture  genera- 
tions !  The  crowning  glory  of  this  day  was  the  fact  that  the  work 
of  emancipation  was  wholly  due  to  the  principles  of  Christianity. 
The  West  Indies  were  freed,  not  by  force,  or  human  policy,  but 
by  the  reverence  of  a  great  people  for  justice  and  humanity.  The 
men  who  began  and  carried  on  this  cause  were  Christian  philan- 
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thropists;  and  they  prevailed  by  spreading  their  own  spirit 
through  a  nation.  In  this  respect,  the  emancipation  of  the  West 
Indies  was  a  grander  work  than  the  redemption  of  the  Israelites 
from  bondage.  This  was  accomplished  by  force,  by  outward 
miracles,  by  the  violence  of  the  elements.  That  was  achieved  by 
love,  by  moral  power,  by  God,  working,  not  in  the  stormy  seas, 
but  in  the  depths  of  the  human  heart.  And  how  was  this  day  of 
emancipation— one  of  the  most  blessed  days  that  ever  dawned 
upon  the  earth — ^received  in  this  country?  While  in  distant 
England  a  thrill  of  gratitude  and  joy  pervaded  thousands  and 
millions,  we,  the  neighbors  of  the  West  Indies,  and  who  boast  of 
our  love  of  liberty,  saw  the  sun  of  that  day  rise  and  set  with 
hardly  a  thought  of  the  scenes  on  which  it  was  pouring  its  joyful 
light.  The  gi'eater  part  of  our  newspapers  did  not  refer  to  the 
event.  The  gi'eat  majority  of  the  people  had  forgotten  it.  Such 
was  the  testimony  we  gave  to  our  concern  for  the  poor  slave ;  and 
is  it  from  discussions  of  slavery  among  such  a  people  that  the 
country  is  to  be  overturned?" 

Such  were  the  glowing  expectations  of  the  abolitionists.  It 
now  remains  to  be  seen  wliether  they  were  true  prophets,  or 
merely  "  blind  leaders  of  the  blind."  Be  that  as  it  may,  for  the 
present  we  cannot  agree  with  Dr.  Channing,  that  the  good  people 
of  the  free  States  were  insincere  in  boastjng  of  their  "  love  of  lib- 
erty," because  they  did  not  go  into  raptures  over  so  fearful  an 
experiment  before  they  had  some  little  time  to  see  how  it  would 
work.  They  did,  no  doubt,  most  truly  and  profoundly  love  lib- 
erty. But  then  they  had  some  reason  to  suspect,  perhaps,  that 
liberty  may  be  one  thing,  and  abolitionism  quite  another.  Lib- 
erty, they  knew,  was  a  thing  of  light  and  love ;  but  as  for  aboli- 
tionism, it  was,  for  all  they  knew,  a  demon  of  destruction.  Hence 
they  would  wait,  and  see.  We  do  well  to  rejoice  at  once,  exclaims 
Dr.  Channing.  If  a  man-child  is  bom  into  the  world,  says  he, 
do  we  wait  to  read  his  future  lite  ere  we  rejoice  at  his  birth? 
Ah,  no !  But  then,  perhaps,  this  offspring  of  abolitionism  is 
no  man-child  at  all.  It  may,  for  aught  we  know,  be  an  abortion 
of  night  and  darkness  merely.  Hence,  we  shall  wait,  and  mark 
bis  ftiture  course,  ere  we  rend  the  air  with  shouts  that  he  is  bom 
at  last. 

This  man-child,  or  this  monster,  is  now  seventeen  years  and 
four  months  old.    His  character  is  developed,  and  fixed  for  life. 
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We  may  now  read  his  history,  written  by  impartial  men,  and 
determine  for  ourselves,  whether  it  justifies  the  bright  and  bound- 
less hopes  of  the  abolitionists,  or  the  "cold  indifierence,"  nay, 
the  suspicions  and  the  fears,  of  Che  good  people  of  the  free 
States. 

We  shall  begin  with  Jamaica,  which  is  by  far  the  largest  and 
most  valuable  of  the  British  West  Indies.  The  very  first  year 
after  the  complete  emancipation  of  the  slaves  of  this  island,  its 
prosperity  began  to  manifest  symptoms  of  decay.  As  long  as  it 
was  possible,  however,  to  find  or  invent  an  explanation  of  tliese 
fearful  signs,  the  abolitionists  remained  absolutely  blind  to  the 
real  course  of  events.  In  1839,  the  first  year  of  complete  eman- 
cipation, it  appeared  that  the  crop  of  sugar  exported  from  the 
island  had  fallen  oiOT  no  less  than  eight  thousand  four  hundred 
and  sixty-six  hogsheads.  But,  then,  it  was  discovered  that  the 
hogsheads  had  been  larger  this  year  than  the  preceding !  It  is 
true,  there  was  not  exactly  any  proof  that  larger  hogsheads  had 
been  used  all  over  the  island,  but  it  was  rumored ;  and  the  rumor 
was,  of  course,  eagerly  swallowed  by  the  abolitionists. 

And  besides,  it  was  quite  certain  that  the  free  negroes  had 
eaten  more  sugar  than  while  they  were  slaves,  which  helped 
mightily  to  account  for  the  great  diminution  in  the  exports  of  the 
article.  No  one  could  .deny  this.  It  is  certain,  that  if  the  free 
negroes  only  devoured  sugar  as  eagerly  as  such  floating  conjec- 
tures were  gulped  down  by  the  abolitionists,  the  whole  phenome- 
non needed  no  other  cause  for  its  perfect  explanation.  It  never 
once  occured,  however,  to  these  reasoners  to  imagine  that  the 
decrease  in  the  amount  of  rum  exported  from  another  island 
might  be  owing  to  the  circumstance  that  the  free  blacks  had 
swallowed  a  little  more  of  that  article  as  well  as  of  sugar.  On 
the  contrary,  this  fact  was  held  up  as  a  most  conclusive  and  tri- 
umphant proof  that  the  free  negroes  had  not  only  become  tem- 
perate themselves,  but  also  so  virtuous  that  they  scorned  to  pro- 
duce such  an  article  to  poison  their  fellow-men.  The  English 
abolitionists  who  rejoiced  at  such  a  reflection  were,  it  must  be 
confessed,  standing  on  rather  delicate  ground.  For  if  such  an 
inference  proved  any  thing,  it  proved  that  the  blacks  of  the  island 
in  question  had,  at  one  single  bound,  passed  from  the  depths  of 
d^adation  to  an  exaltation  of  virtue  far  above  their  emancipa- 
toiB,  the  English  people  themselves ;  since  these,  as  every  reader 
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of  history  knows,  not  only  enforced  the  culture  of  opium  in  India, 

but  also  absolutely  compelled  the  poor  Chinese  to  receive  it  at  the 

mouth  of  the  cannon  I 

^       It  also  appears  that,  for  1839,  the  amount  of  coffee  exported 

had  fallen  off  38,554  cwt.,  or  about  one  third  of  the  whole  amount 

of  the  preceding  year.    *'The  coffee  is  a  very  uncertain  crop," 

said  a  noted  English  emancipationist,  in  view  of  this  startling 

&ct,  "and  the  deficiency,  on  the  comparison  of  these  two  years, 

is  not  greater,  I  believe,  than  has  often  occurred  before."    This  is 

true,  for  a  drought  or  a  hurricane  had  before  created  quite  as 

^eat  a  deficiency.    But  while  the  fact  is  true,  it  only  proves  that 

the  first  year  of  emancipation  was  no  worse  on  the  coffee  crop 

^han  a  drought  or  a  hurricane. 

"We  should  also  remember,"  eays  this  zealous  abolitionist, 
**that,  both  in  sugar  and  coffee,  the  profit  to  the  planter  may  be 
:increa8ed  by  the  saving  of  expense,  even  where  the  produce  is 
diminished."  Such  a  thing,  we  admit,  is  possible ;  it  may  be 
toae.  But  in  point  of  ^ct^  as  we  shall  soon  see,  the  expense 
increased,  while  the  crop  was  diminished. 
But  aftier  eveiy  possible  explanation,  even  Dr.  Ohanning  and 
•.  Gurney  were  bound  to  admit  "  that  some  decrease  has  taken 
^lace  in  both  the  articles,  in  connection  with  the  change  of  sys- 
trem."  They  also  admitted  that  "so  far  as  this  decrease  of  pro- 
"ciuce  is. connected  with  the  change  of  system,  it  is  obviously  to  he 
traced  to  a  corresponding  decrease  in  the  quantity  of  labors 

May  we  not  suppose,  then,  that  here  the  ingenuity  of  man  is 
9t  an  end,  and  the  truth  begins  to  be  allowed  to  make  its  appear- 
ance? By  no  means.  For  here  "comes  the  critical  question," — 
^ays  Mr,  Gurney,  "the  real  turning  point.  To  what  is  this 
cSecrease  in  the  quantity  of  labor  owing?  I  answer  deliberately 
l>nt  without  reserve,  ^Mainly  to  causes  which  class  under  slavery 
^nd  not  under  freedom.'  It  is,  for  the  most  part,  the  result  of 
t:ho8e  impolitic  attempts  to  force  the  labor  of  freemen  which  have 
c^sgosted  the  peasantiy,  and  have  led  to  the  desertion  of  many  of 
"tLe  estates." 

Now  suppose  this  were  the  case,  is  it  not  the  business,  is  it  not 
tihe  duty,  of  the  legislator  to  consider  the  passions,  the  prejudices, 
^nd  the  habits  of  those  for  whom  he  legislates?  Indeed,  if  he 
Overlook  these,  is  he  not  a  reckless  experimenter  rather  than  a 

"^186  statesman  ?    If  he  legislates,  not  for  man  as  he  is^  but  for 
25 
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mau  as  be  ought  to  he^  is  he  not  a  political  dreamer  rather  than  a 
sound  philosopher  ? 

The  abolitionist  not  only  closed  his  eyes  on  every  appearance 
of  decline  in  the  prosperity  of  the  West  Indies,  he  also  seized  ^ 
with  avidity  every  indication  of  the  successful  operation  of  his 
scheme,  and  magnified  it  both  to  himself  and  to  the  world.  He 
made  haste,  in  particular,  to  paint  in  the  most  glowing  colors  the 
rising  prosperity  of  Jamaica.*  His  narrative  was  hailed  with 
eager  delight  by  abolitionists  in  all  parts  of  the  civilized  world. 
It  is  a  pity,  we  admit,  to  spoil  so  fine  a  story,  or  to  put  a  damper 
on  so  much  enthusiasm.  But  the  truth,  especially  in  a  case  like 
the  present,  should  be  told.  While,  then,  to  the  enchanted 
imagination  of  the  abolitionist,  the  wonderftil  industry  of  the 
freed  negroes  and  the  exuberant  bounty  of  nature  were  concur- 
ring to  bring  about  a  paradise  in  the  island  of  Jamaica,  the  dark 
stream  of  emancipation  was,  in  reality,  undermining  its  prosper- 
ity and  glory.  We  shall  now  proceed  to  adduce  the  evidence  of 
this  melancholy  fact,  which  has  in  a  fdw  short  years  become  so 
abundant  and  so  overwhelming,  that  even  the  most  blind  and 
obstinate  must  feel  its  force. 

After  describing  the  immense  sources  of  wealth  to  be  found  in 
Jamaica,  an  intelligent  eye-witness  says :  "Such  are  some  of  the 
natural  resources  of  this  dilapidated  and  poverty-stricken  country. 
Capable  as  it  is  of  producing  almost  every  thing,  and  actually 
producing  nothing  which  might  not  become  a  staple  with  a 
proper  application  of  capital  and  skill,  its  inhabitants  are  miser- 
ably poor,  and  daily  sinking  deeper  into  the  utter  helplessness  of 
abject  want 

" '  Magnas  inter  opes  inops.' 

« 

"  Shipping  has  deserted  her  ports ;  her  magnificent  plantations 
of  sugar  and  coiOTee  are  running  to  weeds  ;  her  private  dwellings 
are  falling  to  decay ;  the  comforts  and  luxuries  which  belong  to 
industrial  prosperity  have  been  cut  off,  one  by  one,  from  her  in- 
habitants ;  and  the  day,  I  think,  is  at  hand  when  there  will  bo 
none  left  to  represent  the  wealth,  intelligence,  and  hospitality  for 
which  the  Jamaica  planter  was  once  distinguished."t 

*  Life  of  Joseph  John  Gumey,  vol.  ii.  p.  214. 

f  Bigelow's  Notes  on  Jamaica  in  1850,  as  quoted  in  Carey's  '*  Slave  Trade, 
Foreign  and  Domestic." 
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"It  is  impossible,"  says  Mr.  Carey,  "to  read  Mr.  Bigelow's 
volnme,  withoat  arriving  at  the  conclusion  that  the  freedom 
granted  to  the  negro  has  had  little  effect  except  that  of  enabling 
•him  to  live  at  the  expense  of  the  planter  so  long  as  any  thing 
remained.  Sixteen  years  of  freedom  did  not  appear  to  its  author 
to  have  ^  advanced  the  dignity  of  labor  or  of  the  laboring  classes 
one  particle,'  while  it  had  mined  the  proprietors  of  the  land,  and 
thus  great  damage  had  been  done  to  the  one  class  without  benefit 
of  any  kind  to  the  other. 

From  a  statistical  table,  published  in  August,  1853,  it  appears, 
says  one  of  our  northern  journals,  that,  since  1846,  "the  number 
of  sugar  estates  on  the  island  that  have  been  totally  abandoned 
amounts  to  one  hundred  and  sixty-eight,  and  the  number  partially 
abandoned  to  sixty-three ;  the  value  of  which  two  hundred  and 
thirty-one  estates  was  assessed,  in  1841,  at  £1,655,140,  or  nearly 
eight  millions  and  a  half  of  dollars.  Within  the  same  period 
two  hundred  and  twenty-three  coffee-plantations  have  been  totally, 
and  twenty  partially,  abandoned,  the  assessed  value  of  which 
was,  in  1841,  £500,000,  or  two  millions  and  a  half  of  dollars; 
and  of  cattle-pens,  (grazing  farms,)  one  hundred  and  twenty-two 
have  been  totally,  and  ten  partially,  abandoned,  the  value  of 
which  was  a  million  and  a  half  of  dollars.  The  aggregate  value 
of  these  six  hundred  and  six  estates,  which  have  been  thus  ruined 
and  abandoned  in  the  island  of  Jamaica,  within  the  last  seven 
or  eight  years,  amounted  by  the  regular  assessments,  ten  years 
since,  to  the  sum  of  nearly  two  and  a  half  millions  of  pounds 
sterling,  or  twelve  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars.''* 

In  relation  to  Jamaica,  another  witness  says:  "The  marks  of 
decay  abound.  Neglected  fields,  crumbling  houses,  fragmentary 
fences,  noiseless  machinery — these  are  common  sights,  and  soon 
become  familiar  to  observation.  I  sometimes  rode  for  miles  in 
succession  over  fertile  ground,  which  used  to  be  cultivated,  and 
which  is  now  lying  waste.  So  rapidly  has  cultivation  retro- 
graded, and  the  wild  luxuriance  of  nature  replaced  the  conven- 
iences of  art,  that  parties  still  inhabiting  these  desolated  districts 
have  sometimes,  in  the  strong  language  of  a  speaker  at  Kings- 
ton, ^  to  seek  about  the  bush  to  find  the  entrance  into  their  houses.' 

"  The  towns  present  a  spectacle  no  less  gloomy.     A  great  part 

*  Quoted  by  Mr.  Carey. 
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of  Kingston  was  destroyed,  some  years  ago,  by  an  extensive  con- 
flagration: yet  multitudes  of  the  houses  which  escaped  that 
visitation  are  standing  empty,  though  the  population  is  little,  if 
at  all,  diminished.  The  explanation  is  obvious.  Persons  who* 
have  nothing,  and  can  no  longer  keep  up  their  domestic  establish- 
ments, take  refuge  in  the  abodes  of  others,  where  some  means  of 
subsistence  are  still  left ;  and  in  the  absence  of  any  discernible 
trade  or  occupation,  the  lives  of  crowded  thousands  appear  to  be 
preserved  from  day  to  day  by  a  species  of  miracle.  The  most 
busy  thoroughfares  of  former  times  have  now  almost  the  quietude 
of  a  Sabbath. 

"'The  finest  land  in  the  world,' says  Mr.  Bigelow, 'may  be 
had  at  any  price,  and  almost  for  the  asking.'  Labor  'receives  no 
compensation,  and  thQ  product  of  labor  does  not  seem  to  know 
how  to  find  the  way  to  market.'  "* 

From  the  report  made  in  1849,  and  signed  by  various  mission- 
aries, the  moral  and.  religious  state  of  the  island  appears  no  less 
gloomy  than  its  scenes  of  poverty  and  distress.  The  following 
extract  from  that  report  we  copy  from  Mr.  Carey's  "Slave  Trade, 
Domestic  and  Foreign:" — 

"  Missionary  efibrts  in  Jamaica  are  beset  at  the  present  time 
with  many  and  great  discouragements.  Societies  at  home  have 
withdrawn  or  diminished  the  amount  of  assistance  afibrded  by 
them  to  chapels  and  schools  throughout  this  island.  The  pros- 
trate condition  of  its  agriculture  and  commerce  disables  its  own 
population  from  doing  as  much  as  formerly  for  maintaining  the 
worship  of  God  and  the  tuition  of  the  young,  and  induces  num- 
bers of  negro  laborers  to' retire  from  estates  which  have  been 
thrown  up,  to  seek  the  meana  of  subsistence  in  the  mounfaius, 
where  they  are  removed  in  general  from  moral  training  and 
superintendence.  The  consequences  of  this  state  of  matters  are 
very  disastrous.  Not  a  few  missionaries  and  teachers— often 
Btmggling  with  difficulties  which  they  could  not  overcome — ^have 
returned  to  Europe,  and  othera  are  preparing  to  follow  them. 
Chapels  and  schools  are  abandoned,  or  they  have  passed  into  the 
hands  of  very  incompetent  instructors." 

We  cannot  dwell  upon  each  of  the  West  India  Islands.  Some 
of  these  have  not  suffered  so  much  as  others ;  but  while  some, 

*  Carey's  Slave  Trade. 
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from  well-known  canses,  have  been  partially  exempt  from  the 
evils  of  emancipation,  all  have  suffered  to  a  fearful  extent.  This, 
as  we  shall  now  show,  is  most  amply  established  by  English 
authorities. 

Mr.  Bigelow,  whose  "  Notes  on  Jamaica  in  1850 "  we  have 
noticed,  is  an  Aniei'ican  writer ;  a  Northern  man ;  and,  it  is  said, 
by  no  means  a  friend  to  the  institution  of  slavery.  It  is  certain 
that  Mr.  Robert  Baird,  from  whom  we  shall  now  quote,  is  not 
only  a  subject  of  Great  Britain,  but  also  a  most  enthusiastic 
adv.ocate  of  "the  glorious  Act  of  British  Emancipation."  But 
although  he  admires  that  act,  yet,  on  visiting  the  West  Indies  for 
his  health,  he  could  not  fail  to  be  struck  with  the  appalling  scenes 
of  distress  there  exhibited.  In  describing  these,  his  object  is  not 
to  reflect  shame  on  the  misguided  philanthropy  of  Great  Britain  ; 
but  oitly  to  urge  the  adoption  of  other  measures,  in  order  to  res- 
cue the  West  Indies  from  the  utter  ruin  and  desolation  which 
must  otherwise  soon  overtake  them.  We  might  easily  adduce 
many  impressive  extracts  from  his  work;  but,  for  the  sake  of 
brevity,  we  shall  confine  our  attention  to  one  or  two  passages. 

"Hope,"  says  Mr.  Baird,  "delights  to  brighten  the  prospects 
of  the  friture ;  and  thus  it  is  that  the  British  West  Indian  planter 
goes  on  from  year  to  year,  struggling  against  his  downward  pro- 
gross,  and  still  hoping  that  something  may  yet  turn  up  to  retrieve 
his  ruined  fortunes.  But  all  do  not  struggle  on.  Many  have 
given  in,  and  many  more  can  and  will  confirm  the -statement  of 
a  venerable  friend  of  my  own — a  gentleman  high  in  office  in  one 
of  the  islands  above-mentioned — who,  when  showing  me  his  own 
estate  and  sugar- works,  assured  me,  that  for  above  a  quarter  of  a 
century  they  had  yielded  him  nearly  £2000  per  annum ;  and  that 
now,  despite  all  his  efforts  and  improvements,  (which  were  many,) 
he  could  scarcely  manage  to  make  the  cultivation  pay  itself. 
Instances  of  this  kind  might  be  multiplied  till  the  reader  was 
tired,  and  even  heart-sick,  of  such  details.  But  what  need  of 
such  f  Is  it  not  notorious  ?  Has  it  not  been  proved  by  the 
Dumerous  failures  that  have  taken  place  of  late  years  among  our 
most  extensive  West  Indian  merchants  ?  Are  not  the  reports  of 
idmost  all  the  governors  of  our  colonial  possessions  filled  with 
"Statements  to  the  effect  that  great  depreciation  of  property  has 
^ken  place  in  all  and  each  of  our  West  Indian  colonies,  and  that 
£reat  has  been  the  distress  consequent  thereupon  ?  These  govern- 
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ors  are,  of  course,  all  of  them  imbued,  to  some  extent,  with  the 
ministerial  policy — at  least  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  they 
are  so.  At  all  events,  whether  they  are  so  or  not,  their  position 
almost  necessitates  their  doing  their  utmost  to  carry  out,  with 
success,  the  ministerial  views  and  general  policy.  To  embody 
the  substance  of  the  answer  *given  by  a  talented  lieutenant-gov- 
ernor, in  my  own  hearing,  to  an  address  which  set  forth,  somewhat 
strongly,  the  ruined  prospects  and  wasted  fortunes  of  the  colonists 
under  his  government :  'It  must,  or  it  ought  to  be,  the  object  and 
the  desire  of  every  governor  or  lieutenant-governor  in  the  British 
West  Indian  Islands,  to  disappoint  and  stultify,  if  he  can,  the 
prognostications  of  coming  ruin  with  which  the  addresses  ho 
receives  from  time  to  time  are  continually  charge<l?'  Yet  what 
say  these  governors  ?  Do  not  the  reports  of  one  and  all  of  them 
confirm  the  above  statement  as  to  the  deplorable  state  of  distress 
to  which  the  West  Indian  planters  in  the  British  colonies  are 
reduced?"* 

Again,  he  says :  ''That  the  British  West  Indian  colonists  have 
been  loudly  complaining  that  they  are  ruined,  is  a  fact  so  gener- 
ally acknowledged,  that  the  very  loudness  and  frequency  of  the 
complaint  has  been  made  a  reason  for  disregai-ding  or  undervalu- 
ing the  grounds  of  it.  That  tlie  West  Indians  are  always  grumb- 
ling is  an  observation  often  heard  ;  and,  no  doubt,  it  is  very  true 
that  they  are  so.  But  let  any  one  who  thinks  that  the  extent  and 
clamor  of  the  complaint  exceeds  the  magnitude  of  the  distress 
which  has  called  it  forth,  go  to  the  West  Indies  and  judge  for 
himself.  Let  him  see  with  his  own  eyes  the  neglected  and  aban- 
doned estates, — ^the  uncultivated  fields,  fast  hurrying  back  into  a 
state  of  nature,  with  all  the  speed  of  tropical  luxuriance — the 
dismantled  and  silent  machinery,  the  crumbling  walls,  and 
deserted  mansions,  which  are  familiar  sights  in  most  of  tho 
British  West  Indian  colonies.  Let  him,  then,  transport  himself 
to  the  Spanish  islands  of  Port.o  Eico  and  Cuba,  and  witness  the 
life  and  activity  which  in  these  slave  colonies  prevail.  Let  him 
observe  for  himself  the  activity  of  the  slavers — ^the  improvements 
daily  making  in  the  cultivation  of  the  fields  and  in  the  processes 
carried  on  at  the  Ingenios  or  sugar-mills — and  the  general  inde- 
acnbahle  air  of  thriving  and  prosperity  which  surrounds  the 

*  "  The  West  Indies  and  North  America,"  by  Robt,  Baird,  A.  M.,  p.  145. 
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whohy — and  then  let  him  come  back  to  England  and  say,  if  he 
honestly  can,  that  the  British  West  Indian  planters  and  proprie- 
tors are  grumblers,  who  complain  without  adequate  cause."* 

Great  Britain  has  shown  no  little  solicitude  to  ascertain  the 

real  state  of  things  in  her  West  India  colonies.    For  this  purpose, 

she  appointed,  in  1842,  a  select  committee,  consisting  of  some  of 

the  most  prominent  members  of  Parliament,  with  Lord  Stanley 

at  their  head.    In  1848,  another  committee  was  appointed  by  her,' 

with  Lord  George  Bentinck  as  its  chairman,  to  inquire  into  the 

condition  of  her  Majesty's  East  and  West  India  possessions  and 

the  Mauritius,  and  to  consider  whether  any  mea6m*es  could  be 

adopted  for  their  relief.    The  report  of  both  committees  show, 

beyond  all  doubt,  that  unexampled  distress  existed  in  the  colonies. 

The  report  of  1848  declares:  "That  many  estates  in  the  British 

West  India  colonies  have  been  already  abandoned,  that  many 

more  are  in  the  course  of  abandonment,  and  that  from  this  cause 

a  very  serious  diminution  is  to  be  apprehended   in   the  total 

~^ajuoaiit  of  production.    That  the  first  efiect  of  this  diminution 

^will  be  an  increase  in  the  price  of  sugar,  and  the  ultimate  effect  a 

g;reater  ext<3nsion  to  the  growth  of  sugar  in  slave  countries,  and  a 

greater  impetus  to  slavery  and  the  slave-trade."    From  the  same 

X'eport,  we  also  learn  that  the  prosperity  of  the  Mauritius,  no  less 

tiian  that  of  the  West  India  Islands,  had  suffered  a  fearftil  blight, 

in  consequence  of  the  "glorious  act  of  emancipation." 

A  third  commission  was  appointed,  in  1850,  to  inquire  into  the 
^^sondition  and  prospects  of  British  Guiana.  Lord  Stanley,  in  his 
^lecond  letter  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  Secretary  of  the  British  colo- 
Xiies,  has  furnished  us  with  the  following  extracts  &om  the  report 
^Df  this  committee  : — 

"  Of  Guiana  generally  they  say — '  It  would  be  but  a  melancholy 

"^ask  to  dwell  upon  the  misery  and  ruin  which  so  alarming  a 

^^hange  must  have  occasioned  to  the  proprietary  body ;  but  your 

^commissioners  feel  themselves  called  upon  to  notice  the  effects 

"%^hich  this  wholsale  abandonment  of  property  has  produced  upon 

the  colony  at  large.    Where  whole  districts  are  fest  relapsing 

into  bush,  and  occasional  patches  of  provisions  around  the  huts 

<Df  village  settlers  are  all  that  remain  to  tell  of  once  flourishing 

states,  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  most  ordinary  marks 

«  «<  The  West  Indies  and  North  America,''  by  Robt  Baird,  A.  M.,  p.  143. 
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of  civilization  are  rapidly  disappearing,  and  that  in  many  districts 
of  tlie  colony  all  ti*avelling  communication  by  land  will  soon 
become  utterly  impracticable.' 

"Of  the  Abary  district: — '  Your  commission  find  that  the  lino 
of  road  is  nearly  impassable,  and  that  a  long  succession  of  for- 
merly cultivated  estates  presents  now  a  series  of  pestilent 
swamps,  overrun  with  bush,  and  productive  of  malignant  fevers.' 

"  Nor  are  matters,"  says  Lord  Stanley,  "  much  better  further 
south. 

"'Proceeding  still  lower  down, your  commissioners  find  that 
the  public  roads  and  bridges  are  in  such  a  condition  that  the  few 
estates  still  remaining  on  the  upper  west  bank  of  Mahaica  Creek 
are  completely  cut  off*,  save  in  the  very  dry  season ;  and  that 
with  regard  to  the  whole  district,  unless  something  be  done  very 
shortly,  travelling  by  land  will  entirely  cease.  In  such  a  state 
of  things  it  cannot  be  wondered  at  that  the  herdsman  has  a  for- 
midable enemy  to  encounter  in  the  jaguar  and  other  beasts  of 
prey,  and  that  the  keeping  of  cattle  is  attended  with  considerable 
loss  from  the  depredations  committed  by  these  animals.' 

"It  may  be  worth  noticing,"  continues  Lord  Stanley,  "that 
this  district — now  overrun  with  wild  beasts  of  the  forest — was 
formerly  the  very  garden  of  the  colony.  The  estates  touched  one 
anotlier  along  the  whole  line  of  the  road,  leaving  no  interval  of 
uncleared  land. 

"The  east  coast,  which  is  next  mentioned  by  the  commission- 
ers, is  better  ofi*.  Properties,  once  of  immense  value,  had  there 
been  bought  at  nominal  prices ;  and  the  one  railroad  of  Guiana 
passing  through  that  tract,  a  comparatively  industrious  popula* 
tion — composed  of  former  laborers  on  the  line— enabled  the 
planters  still  to  work  these  to  some  profit.  Even  of  this  favored 
spot,  however,  they  report  that  it '  feels  most  severely  the  want 
of  continuous  labor.' 

"The  commissioners  next  visit  the  east  bank  of  the  Demerara 
River,  thus  described : — 

" 'Procee(Kng  up  the  east  bank  of  the  river  Demerara,  the 
generally  prevailing  features  of  ruin  and  distress  are  everywhere 
perceptible.  Koads  and  bridges  almost  impassable  are  fearfiiUy 
significant  exponents  of  the  condition  of  the  plantations  which 
they  traverse  ;  and  Oanal  No.  3,  once  covered  with  plantains  and 
cofiee,  presents  now  a  scene  of  almost  total  desolation.'  ^ 
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.  "Crossing  to  the  west  side,  they  find  prospects  somewhat 
brighter:  'A  few  estates,  are  still  'keeping  up  a  cultivation 
worthy  of  better  times.'  But  this  prosperous  neighborhood  is 
not  extensive,  and  the  next  picture  presented  to  our  notice  is  less 
agreeable : — 

" '  Ascending  the  river  still  higher,  your  commissioners  learn 
that  the  district  between  Hobaboe  Creek  and  "  Stricken  Ileuvel " 
contained,  in  1829,  eight  sugar  and  five  cofiee  and  plantain 
estates,  and  now  there  remain  but  three  in  sugar,  and  four 
partially  cultivated  with  plantains,  by  petty  settlers ;  while  the 
roads,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  are  in  a  state  of  utter  aban- 
donment. Here,  as  on  the  opposite  bank  of  the  river,  hordes  of 
squatters  have  located  themselves,  who  avoid  all  communication 
with  Europeans,  and  have  seemingly  given  themselves  up  alto- 
gether to  the  rude  pleasures  of  a  completely  savage  life.' 

"  The  west  coast  of  Demerara — the  only  part  of  the  country 
which  still  remains  unvisited — ^is  described  as  showing  ordy  a 
diminution  of  fifty  per  cent,  upon  its  produce  of  sugar ;  and  with 
this  fact  the  evidence  concludes  as  to  one  of  the  three  sections 
into  which  the  colony  is  divided.  Does  Demerara  stand  alone 
in  its  misfortunes  ? 

"Again  hear  the  report: — 'If  the  present  state  of  the  county 
of  Demerara  afibrds  cause  for  deep  apprehension,  your  commis- 
sioners find  that  Essequibo  has  retrograded  to  a  still  more  alarms 
ing  extent.     Iq  fact,  unless  a  large  and  speedy  supply  of  labor 
1)6  obtained  to  cultivate  the  deserted  fields  of  this  once  flourish- 
dng  district,  there  is  great  reason  to  fear  that  it  will  relapse  into 
^otal  abandonment.' 

"  Describing  another  portion  of  the  colony — they  say  of  one  dis- 
'irict,  'Unless  a  fresh  supply  of  labor  be  very  soon  obtained,  there 
zfis  every  reason  to  fear  that  it  will  become  completely  abandoned.' 
•^f  a  second,  'speedy  immigration  alone  can  save  this  island 
^rom  total  ruin.'  'The  prostrate  condition  of  this  once  beautiful 
;j)art  of  the  coast,'  are  the  words  which  begin  another  paragraph, 
describing  another  tract  of  country.  Of  a  fourth,  'the  pro- 
'J)rietors  on  this  coast  seem  to  be  keeping  up  a  hopeless  struggle 
^igainst  approaching  ruin.'  Again,  'the  once  famous  Arabian 
^Joast,  so  long  the  boast  of  the  colony,  presents  now  but  a  mournful 
picture  of  departed  prosperity.  Here  were  formerly  situated  some 
of  the  finest  estates  in  the  country,  and  a  large  resident  body  of 
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• 

proprietors  lived  in  the  district,  and  freely  expended  their  incomes 
on  the  spot  whence  they  derived  them.'  Once  more,  Hhe  lower 
part  of  the  coast,  after  passing  Devonshire  Castle,  to  the  river 
Pomeroon,  presents  a  scene  of  almost  total  desolation.'  Such  is 
Essequibo ! 

^'  Berbice,"  says  Lord  Stanley,  "  has  fared  no  better.  Its  rural 
population  amounts  to  18,000.  Of  these,  12,000  have  withdrawn 
from  the  estates,  and  mostly  from  the  neighborhood  of  the  white 
man,  to  enjoy  a  savage  freedom  of  ignorance  and  idleness,  beyond 
the  reach  of  example  and  sometimes  of  control.  But  on  the 
condition  of  the  negro  I  shall  dwell  more  at  length  hereafter ;  at 
present  it  is  the  state  of  property  with  which  I  have  to  do.  What 
are  the  districts  which  together  form  the  county  of  Berbice  ?  The 
Oorentyne  coast — the  Canje  Creek — east  and  west  banks  of  the 
Berbice  River — and  the  west  coast,  where,  however,  cotton  was 
formerly  the  chief  article  produced.  To  each  of  these  respectively 
the  following  passages,  quoted  in  order,  apply : — 

'^ '  The  abandoned  plantations  on  this  coast,^  which,  if  capital 
and  labor  could  be  procured,  might  easily  be  made  very  produc- 
tive, are  either  wholly  deserted,  or  else  appropriated  by  hordes 
of  squatters,  who  of  course  are  unable  to  keep,  up  at  their  own 
expense  the  public  roads  and  bridges ;  and  consequently  all  com- 
munication by  land  between  the  Corentyne  and  New  Amsterdam 
i^  nearly  at  an  end.  The  roads  are  impassable  for  horses  or 
carriages,  while  for  foot  passengers  they  are  extremely  dangerous. 
The  nuoiber  of  villages  in  this  deserted  region  must  be  upward 
of  2500,  and  as  the  country  abounds  with  fish  and  game,  they 
have  no  difficulty  in  making  a  subsistence.  In  fact,  the  Coren- 
tyne coast  is  fast  relapsing  into  a  state  of  nature.' 

^^ '  Canje  Creek  was  formerly  considered  a  flourishing  district 
of  the  county,  and  numbered  on  its  east  bank  seven  sugar  and 
three  cofiee  estates,  and  on  its  west  bank  eight  estates,  of 
which  two  were  in  sugar  and  six  in  cofiee,  making  a  total  of 
eighteen  plantations.  The  cofiee  cultivation  has  long  since  been 
entirely  abandoned,  and  of  the  sugar  estates  but  eight  still  now 
remain.  They  are  suflTering  severely  for  want  of  labor,  and  being 
supported  principally  by  African  and  Coolie  immigrants,  it  is 
much  to  be  feared  that  if  the  latter  leave  and  claim  their  return 

*  The  Oorentyne. 
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passages  to  India,   a  great    part  of  the  district   will  become 
abandoned.' 

"  Under  present  circumstances,  so  gloomy  is  the  condition  of 
affairs  here,*  that  the  two  gentlemen  whom  your  commissioners 
have  exaniined  with  respect  to  this  district,  both  concur  in  pre- 
dicting ''its  slow  but  sure  approximation  to  the  condition  in 
which  civilized  man  first  found  it."  ' 

"  '  A  districtf  that  in  1829  gave  employment  to  3635  registered 

slaves,  but  at  the  present  moment  there  are  not  more  than  600 

laborers  at  work  on  the  few  estates  still  in  cultivation,  although 

it  is  estimated  there  are  upward  of  2000  people  idling  in  villages 

of  their  own.     The  roads  are  in  many  parts  several  feet  under 

water  and  perfect  swamps,  while  in  some  places  the  bridges  are 

wanting  altogether.     In  fact  the  whole  district  is  fast  becoming  .a 

total  wilderness,  with  the  exception  of  the  one  or  two  estates 

which  yet  continue  to  struggle  on,  and  which  are  hardly  accesB- 

ible  now  but  by  water.' 

"  *  Except  in  some  of  the  best  villages,!  they  care  not  for  back 
or  front  dams  to  keep  off  the  water ;  their  side-lines  are  dis- 
regarded, and  consequently  the  drainage  is  gone,  while  in  many 
instances  the  public  road  is  so  completely  flooded  that  canoes 
have  to  be  used  as  a  means  of  transit.  The  A&icans  are  un- 
happily following  the  example  of  the  Creoles  in  this  district,  and 
baying  land  on  which  they  settle  in  contented  idleness ;  and  your 
commissioners  cannot  view  instances  like  these  without  the 
deepest  alarm,  for  if  this  pA'nicious  habit  of  squatting  is  allowed 
to  extend  to  the  immigrants  also,  there  is  no  hope  for  the 
colony.'  "II 

We  might  fill  a  volume  with  extracts  to  the  same  effect.  We 
might  in  like  manner  point  to  other  regions,  especially  to  Guate- 
mala, to  the  British  colony  on  the  southern  coast  of  Africa,  and 
to  the  island  of  Hayti,  in  all  of  which  emancipation  has  been 
followed  by  precisely  similar  results.  But  we  must  hasten  to 
consider  how  it  is  that  emancipation  has  wrought  all  this  ruin 
and  desolation.  In  the  mean  time,  we  shall  conclude  this  section 
in  the  ever-memorable  words  of  Alison,  the  historian:  "The 
negroes,"  says  he,  "  who,  in  a  state  of  slavery,  were  comfortable 

*    lEast  bank  of  the  Berbice  River.  f  West  bank  of  the  Berbice  Biver. 

t    "West  coast  of  Berbice  River.  ||  Quoted  in  Carey's  Slave  Trade. 
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and  prosperous  beyond  any  peasantry  in  the  world,  and  rapidly 
approaching  the  condition  of  the  most  opulent  serfs  of  Europe, 
liave  been  by  the  act  of  emancipation  irretrievably  consigned  to 
a  state  of  barbarism. "^"^ 

§  III.  The  manner  in  which  emancipation  has  ruined  the 
British  Colonies. 

By  the  act  of  emancipation,  Great  Britain  paralyzed  the  right 
arm  of  her  colonial  industry.  The  laborer  would  not  work 
except  occasionally,  and  the  planter  was  ruined.  The  morals  of 
the  negro  disappeared  with  his  industry,  and  he  speedily  retraced 
his  steps  toward  his  original  barbarism.  All  this  had  been 
clearly  foretold.  ''Emancipation,"  says  Dr.  Channing  in  1840, 
"  was  resisted  on  the  ground  that  the  slave,  if  restored  to  his 
rights,  would  fall  into  idleness  and  vagrancy.,  and  even  relapse 
^^nto  barbarism?'^ 

This  was  predicted  by  the  West  Indian  planters,  who  certainly 
had  a  good  opportunity  to  know  something  of  the  character  of 
the  negro,  whether  bond  or  free.  But  who  could  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  an  enlightened  abolitionist  would  listen  to  slave- 
holders? His  response  was,  that  "their  unhappy  position  as 
slaveholders  had  robbed  them  of  their  reason  and  blunted  their 
moral  sense."  Precisely  the  same  thing  had  been  foretold  by 
the  Calhouns  and  the  Clays  of  this  country.  But  they,  too,  were 
unfortunately  slaveholders,  and,  consequently,  so  completely 
-"  sunk  in  moral  darkness,"  that  theiif  testimony  was  not  entitled 
to  credit.  The  calmest,  the  profoundest,  the  wisest  statesman  of 
Great  Britain  likewise  forewarned  the  agitators  of  the  desolation 
and  the  woes  they  were  about  to  bring  upon  the  West  Indies. 
But  the  madness  of  the  day  would  confide  in  no  wisdom  except 
its  own,  and  listen, to  no  testimony  except  to  the  clamor  of  fan- 
atics. Hence  the  frightful  experiment  was  made,  and,  as  we 
have  seen,  the  prediction  of  the  anti-abolitionist  has  been  ftilfiUed 
to  the  very  letter. 

The  cause  of  this  downward  tendency  in  the  British  colonies  is 
now  perfectly  apparent  to  all  who  have  eyes  to  see.  On  this 
point,  the  two  committees  above  referred  to  both  concur  in  the 
same  conclusion.  The  committee  of  1842  declare,  "that  the 
principal  causes  of  jthis  diminisljied  production,  and  consequent 
distress,  are  the  great  difficulty  which  has  been  experienced  by  the 
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planters  in  obtaining  steady  and  continuous  labor,  and  the  high 
rate  of  remuneration  which  they  give  for  even  the  broken  and 
indifferent  work  which  they  are  able  to  procure." 

The  cry  of  the  abolitionist  has  been  changed.  At  first— even 
before  the  experiment  was  more  than  a  year  old — ^he  insisted  that 
the  industry  of  the  freed  black  was  working  wonders  in  the 
British  colonies.  In  the  West  Indies,  in  ^particular,  he  assured 
us  that  the  freed  negro  would  do  "an  infinity  of  work  for 
wages."^  Though  he  had  been  on  the  islands,  and  had  had  an 
opportunity  to  see  for  himself,  he  boasted  that  "  the  old  notion 
that  the  negro  is,  by  constitution,  a  lazy  creature,  who  will  do  no 
work  at  all  except  by  compulsion,  is  now  forever  exploded.^'^^ 
He  even  declared,  that  the  free  negro  "understands  his  interest 
as  well  as  a  Yankee.";];  These  confident  statements,  made  by 
an  eye-witness,  were  hailed  by  the  abolitionists  as  conclusive 
proof  that  the  experiment  was  working  admirably.  "The  great 
truth  has  come  out,"  says  Dr.  Channing,  "that  the  hopes 
of  the  most  sanguine  advocates  of  emancipation  have  been 
realized — if  not  surpassed — by  the  West  Indies."  What!  the 
negro  become  idle,  indeed!  "He  is  more  likely,"  says  the 
enchanted  doctor,  "to  fall  into  the  civilized  man's  cupidity  than 
into  the  filth  and  sloth  of  the  savage."  But  all  these  magnificent 
boasts  were  quite  premature.  A  few  short  years  have  su£Sced  tp 
demonstrate  that  the  deluded  authors  of  them,  who  had  so  lam- 
entably failed  to  predict  the  future,  could  not  even  read  the 
present. 

Their  boasts  are  now  exploded.  Their  former  hopes  are 
blasted;  and  their  cry  is  changed.  The  song  now  is, — "Well, 
suppose  the  negroes  will  not  work :  they  are  fbee  !  They  can 
now  do  as  they  list,  and  there  is  no  man  to  hinder."  Ah,  yes  1 
they  can  now,  at  their  own  sweet  will,  stretch  themselves  "  under 
their  gracefully-waving  groves,"  and  be  lulled  to  sleep  amid  the 
sound  of  waterfalls  and  the  song  of  birds. 

S%eh,  precisely,  is  the  paradise  for  which  the  negro  sighs, 
except  that  he  does  not  care  for  the  waterfalls  and  the  birds.  But 
it  should  be  remarked,  that  when  siniul  man  was  driven  from  the 
only  Paradise  that  earth  has  ever  seen,  he  was  doomed  to  eat  his 
bread  in  the  sweat  of  his  brow.     This  doom  he  cannot  reverse. 


*  Gurney's  Letters  oq  the  West  Indies.  f  Ibid.  X  Ibid. 
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Let  him  make  of  life — as  the  Haytien  negroes  do — "one  long 
day  of  unprofitable  ease,"*  and  he  may  dream  of  Paradise,  or 
the  abolitionists  may  dream  for  him.  Bat  while  he  dreams,  the 
laws  of  nature  are  sternly  at  their  work.  Lidolence  benumbs  his 
feeble  intellect,  and  inflames  his  passions.  Poverty  and  want  are 
creeping  on  him.  Temptation  is  surrounding  him ;  and  vice, 
with  all  her  motley  train,  is  winding  fast  her  deadly  coils  around 
his  very  soul,  and  making  him  the  deviPs  slave,  to  do  his  work 
upon  the  earth.  Thus,  the  blossoms  of  his  paradise  are  Jine 
words,  and  its  fruits  are  death, 

"If  but  two  hours'  labor  per  day,"  says  Theodore  Parker,  "are 
necessary  for  the  support  of  each  colored  man,  I  know  not  why 
he  should  toil  longer,"  You  know  not,  then,  why  the  colored 
man  should  work  morie  than  two  hours  a  day  ?  Neither  does  the 
colored  man  himself.  You  know  not  why  he  should  have  any 
higher  or  nobler  aim  in  life  than  to  supply  his  few,  pressing, 
animal  wants  ?  Neither  does  he.  ^You  know  not  why  he  should 
think  of  the  future,  or  provide  for  the  necessities  of  old  age  ? 
Neither  does  he.  You  know  not  why  he  should  take  thought  for 
seasons  of  sickness  ?  Neither  does  he ;  and  hence  his  child  often 
dies  under  bis  own  eyes,  for  the  want  of  medical  attendance. 
You  know  not  that  the  colored  man,  who  begins  with  working 
only  two  hours  a  day,  will  soon  end  with  ceasing  from  all  regular 
employment,  and  live,  in  the  midst  of  filth,  by  stealing  or  other 
nefarious  means  ?  In  one  word,  you  know  not  why  the  colored 
man  should  not  live  like  the  brute,  in  and  for  the  present  merely 
— ^blotting  out  aU  the  future  from  his  plans  of  life  ?  If,  indeed, 
you  really  know  none  of  these  things,  then  we  beg  you  will 
excuse  us,  if  we  do  not  know  why  you  should  assume  to  teach 
our  senators  wisdom ; — ^if  we  do  not  know  why  the  cobbler  should 
not  stick  to  his  last,  and  all  such  preachers  to  their  pulpits,  j* 

*  Dr.  Channing. 

f  We  moot  a  higher  question :  Is  he  fit  for  the  pulpit^ — ^for  that  greiA  oon- 
servative  power  by  which  religion,  and  morals,  and  freedom,  must  be  maintained 
iimoDg  us  ?  "I  do  not  believe/'  he  declares,  in  one  of  his  sermons,  " the 
miraculous  origin  of  the  Hebrew  church,  or  the  Buddhist  church,  or  of  the 
Christian  church,  nor  the  miraculous  character  of  Jesus.  I  take  not  the  Bible 
for  my  master — nor  yet  the  church — nor  even  Jesus  of  Nazareth  for  my  master. 

He  is  my  best  historic  ideal  of  human  greatnes ;  not  without  errors— 

not  without  the  stain  of  his  times,  and  I  presume,  of  oourse,  noX  without  sina ; 
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Abolitionism  is  decidedly  progressive.  The  time  was  when 
Dr.  ChanniDg  thought  that  men  should  work,  and  that,  if  they 
would  not  labor  from  rational  motives,  they  should  be  compelled 
to  labor.*  The  time  was,  when  even  abolitionists  looked  upon 
labor  with  respect,  and  regarded  it  as  merely  an  obedience  to  the 
very  first  law  of  nature,  or  n^erely  a  compliance  with  the  very 
first  condition  of  all  economic,  social,  and  moral  well-being. 
But  the  times  are  changed.  The  exigencies  of  abolitionism  now 
require  that  maiiual  lahor^  and  the  gross  material  wealth  it  pro- 
duces, should  be  sneeringly  spoken  of,  and  great  swelling  eulogies 
pronounced  on  the  infinite  value  of  the  negro's  freedom.  For 
this  is  all  he  has ;  and  for  this,  all  else  has  been  sacrificed.  Thus, 
since  abolitionists  themselves  have  been  made  to  see  that  the 
freed  negro — the  pet  and  idol  of  their  hearts — will  not  work  from 
rational  motives,  then  the  principles  of  political  economy,  and 
the  afiairs  of  the  world,  all  must  be  adjusted  to  the  course  Tie  may 
be  pleased  to  take. 

In  this  connection  we  shall  notice  a  passage  fi*om  Montesquieu, 
which  is  exactly  in  point.   He  is  often  quoted  by  the  abolitionists, 
but  seldom  fairly.     It  is  true,  he  is  exceedingly  hostile  to  slavery 
in  general^  and  very  justly  pours  ridicule  and  contempt  on  some 
of  the  arguments  used  in  favor  of  the  institution.     But  yet,  with 
a.11  his  enthusiastic  love  of  liberty, — nay,  with  his  ardent  passion 
for  equality, — ^he  saw  far  too  deeply  into  the  true  '^Spirit  of 
Il«aw8  "  not  to  perceive  that  slavery  is,  in  certain  cases,  founded 
on   the  great  principles  of  political  justice.    It  is  precisely  in 
those  cases  in  which  a  race  or  a  people  will  not  work  without 
l>eing  compelled  to  do  so,  that  he  justifies  the  institution  in  ques- 
tion.    Though  warmly  and  zealously  opposed  to  slavery,  yet  he 
v^as  not  bent  on  sacrificing  the  good  of  society  to  abstractions  or 
to  prejudice.     Hence,  he  could  say :  "  But  as  all  men  are  born 


\r  men  without  sins  exist  in  the  dreams  of  girb."  Thus,  the  truth  of  all  mir- 
«44:rle8  is  denied ;  and  the  faith  of  the  Christian  world,  in  regard  to  the  sinless 
^liaracter  of  Jesus,  is  set  down  by  this  very  modest  divine  as  the  dream  of  girls ! 
"^ct  he  believes  that  half  a  million  of  men  were,  by  the  British  act  of  emanci- 
X>«ition,  turned  from  slaves  into  freemen !  That  is  to  say,  he  does  not  believe  in 
tVie  miracles  of  the  gospel ;  ho  only  believes  in  the  miracles  of  abolitionism. 
X^ence,  we  ask,  is  he  fit  for  the  pulpit, — for  the  sacred  desk, — for  any  holy 
tilling? 

m 

*  See  extract,  p.  156. 
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equal,  slavery  must  be  accouuted  unnatural,  tuouoh  m  some 
coDNTEiEs  rr  BE  FOUNDED  ON  NATURAL  REASON ;  and  a  wide  differ- 
ence ought  to  be  made  betwixt  such  countries,  and  those  in  which 
natural  reason  rejects  it,  as  in  Europe,  where  it  has  been  happily 
abolished."*  Now,  if  we  inquire  in  what  countries,  or  under 
what  circumstances,  he  considered  slavery  founded  on  natural 
reason,  we  may  find  his  answer  in  a  preceding  portion  of  the 
same  page.  It  is  in  those  "countries,"  says  he,  "where  the 
excess  of  heat  enervates  the  body,  and  renders  men  so  slothful  and 
dispirited,'  that  nothing  but  the  fear  of  chastisement  can  oblige 
them  to  perform  any  laborious  duty,"  etc.  Such,  as  we  fiave 
seen,  is  precisely  the  case  with  the  African  race  in  its  present 
condition. 

"Natural  slavery,  then,"  he  continues,  "is  to  be  limited  to 
some  particular  parts  of  the  world."f  And  again:  "Bad  laws 
have  made  lazy  mfen — they  have  been  reduced  to  slavery  because 
of  their  laziness."  The  firet  portion  of  this  remark — that  bad 
laws  have  made  lazy  men — is  not  applicable  to  the  African  race. 
For  they  were  made  la:^,  not  by  bad  laws,  but  by  the  depravity 
of  human  nature,  in  connection  and  co-operation  with  long,  long 
centuries  of  brutal  ignorance  and  the  most  savage  modes  of  life. 
But,  be  the  cause  of  this  laziness  what  it  may,  it  is  sufiScient, 
according  to  the  principles  of  this  great  advocate  of  human  free- 
dom and  equality,  to  justify  the  servitude  in  which  the  providence 
of  God  has  placed  the  A&ican.  ' 

No  doubt  it  is  very  hard  on  la^y  men  that  they  should  be  com- 
pelled to  work.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  Montesquieu  calls  such 
slavery  "  the  most  cruel  that  is  to  be  found  among  men ; "  by 
which  he  evidently  means  that  it  is  the  most  cruel,  though  neces- 
sary, because  those  on  whom  it  is  imposed  are  least  inclined  to 
work.  If  he  had  only  had  greater  experience  of  negi'o  slavery, 
the  hardship  would  have  seemed  far  less  to  him.  For  though  the 
negro  is  naturally  lazy,  and  too  improvident  to  work  for  himself, 
he  will  often  labor  for  a  master  with  a  right  good  will,  and  with 
a  loyal  devotion  to  his  interests.  He  is,  indeed,  often  prepared, 
and  made  ready  for  labor,  because  he  feels  that,  in  his  master,  he 
has  a  protector  and  a  friend. 

*  Spirit  of  Laws,  vol.  i.  book  xv.  chap.  vii. 
f  Spirit  of  Laws,  vol.  L  book  xv.  chap.  viii. 
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But  whether  labor  be  a  heavy  burden  or  a  light,  it  must  be 
borne.  The  good  of  the  lazy  race,  and  the  good  of  the  society 
into  which  they  have  been  thrown,  both  require  them  to  bear  this 
burden,  which  is,  after  all  and  at  the  worst,  far  lighter  than  that 
of  a  vagabond  life.  "  Nature  cries  aloud,"  says  the  abolitionist, 
"for  freedom."  Nature,  we  reply,  demands  that  man  shall  work, 
and  her  decree  must  be  fulfilled.  For  ruin,  as  we  have  seen,  is 
the  bitter  fruit  of  disobedience  to  her  will. 

It  is  now  high  time  that  we  should  notice  some  of  the  exalted 
eulogies  bestowed  by  abolitionists  upon  freedom ;  and  also  tJie 
hind  of  freedom  on  which  these  high  praises  have  been  so  elo- 
quently lavished.  Tliis,  accordingly,  we  shall  proceed  to  do  in 
the  following  section. 

§  IV.  The  great  henefit  supposed  by  American  abolitionists 
to  result  to  the  freed  negroes  from  the  British  act  of  emanci- 
pation, « 

We  have,  in  tne  preceding  sections,  abundantly  seen  that  the 
£reed  colored  subjects  of  the  British  crown  are  fast  relapsing  into 
the  most  irretrievable  barbarism,  while  the  once  flourishing  colo- 
nies themselves  present  the  most  appalling  scenes  of  desolation 
and  distress.  Surely  it  is  no  wonder  that  the  hurrahing  of  the 
English  people  has  ceased.  "At  the  present  moment,"  says  the 
London  Times  for  December  Ist,  1852,  "if  there  is  one  thing  in 
the  world  that  the  British  public  do  not  like  to  talk  about,  or  even 
to  think  aboutj  it  is  the  condition  of  the  race  for  whom  this  great 
effort  was  made."  Not  so  with  the  abolitionists  of  this  country. 
They  still  keep  up  the  annual  celebration  of  that  great  event,  the 
act  of  emancipation,  by  which,  in  the  language  of  one  of  their 
number,  more  than  half  a  million  of  human  beings  were  "turned 
from  brutes  into  freemen  ! " 

It  is  the  freedom  of  the  negro  which  they  celebrate.  Let  us 
look,  then,  for  a  few  moments,  into  the  mysteries  of  this  celebra- 
tion, and  see,  il*  we  may,  the  nature  of  the  praises  they  pour 
forth  in  honor  of  freedom,  and  the  kind  of  freedom  on  which 
they  are  so  passionately  bestowed. 

We  shall  not  quote  from  the  more  insane  of  the  fraternity  of 
abolitionists,  for  their  wild,  raving  nonsense  would,  indeed,  be 
unworthy  of  serious  refutation.  We  shall  simply  notice  the  lan- 
guage of  Dr.  Channing,  the  scholar-like  and  the  eloquent,  though 
26 
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visionary,  advocate  of  British  emancipation.  Even  as  early  as 
1842,  in  an  address  delivered  on  the  anniversary  of  that  event, 
he  bnrst  into  the  following  strain  of  impassioned  eulogy :  '^  Eman- 
cipation works  well,  far  better  than  could  have  been  anticipated. 
To  me  it  could  hardly  have  worked  otherwise  than  well.  It  ban- 
ished slavery^  that  wrong  and  curse  not  to  be  borne.  It  gave 
freedom^  the  dear  birthright  of  humanity ;  and  had  it  done 
nothing  more,  I  should  have  found  in  it  cause  for  joy.  Freedom, 
simple  freedom,  is  ^  in  my  estimation  just,  far  prized  above  all 
price.'  /  do  not  atop  to  aek  if  the  emancipated  are  better /ed 
and  clothed  than  formerly.  They  abjs  free;  and  that  one 
WORD  CONTAINS  A  WORLD  OF  GOOD,*  uukuowu  to  the  most  pam- 
pered slave."  And  again,  he  says,  "Nature  cries  aloud  for  free- 
dom as  our  proper  good,  our  birthright  and  our  end,  and  resents 
nothing  so  much  as  its  loss." 

In  these  high-sounding  praises,  which  hold  up  personal  free- 
dom as  "  our  proper  good,"  as  "  6ur  end,"  it  is  assumed  that  man 
was  made  for  liberty,  and  not  liberty  for  man.  It  is,  indeed,  one 
of  the  fundamental  errors  of  the  abolitionist  to  regard  freedom  as 
a  great  substantive  good,  or  as  in  itself  a  blessing,  and  not  merely 
as  a  relative  good.  It  may  be,  and  indeed  often  is,  an  unspeak- 
able benefit,  but  then  it  is  so  only  as  a  means  to  an  end.  The 
end  of  our  existence,  the  proper  good^  is  the  improvement  of  our 
intellectual  and  moral  powers,  the  perfecting  of  our  rational  and 
immortal  natures.  When  freedom  subserves  this  end,  it  is  a 
good ;  when  it  defeats  this  end,  it  is  an  evil.  Hence  there  may 
be  a  world  of  evil  as  well  as  a  world  of  good  in  "  this  one  word." 

The  wise  man  adapts  the  means  to  the  end.  It  were  the  very 
hight  of  folly  to  sacrifice  the  end  to  the  means.  No  man  gives 
personal  freedom  to  his  child  because  he  deems  it  always  and  in 
all  cases  a  good.  His  heart  teaches  him  a  better  doctrine  when 
the  highest  good  of  his  child  is  concerned.  Should  we  not  be 
permitted,  then,  to  have  something  of  the  same  feeling  in  regard 
to  those  whom  Providence  has  placed  under  our  care,  especially 
since,  having  the  passions  of  men,  with  only  the  intellects  of 
children,  they  stand  in  utmost  need  of  guidance  and  direction  t 

As  it  is  their  duty  to  labor,  so  the  law  which  compels  them  to 
do  so  is  not  oppressive.    It  deprives  them  of  the  enjoyment  of  no 

*  The  emphasis  is  onis. 
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light,  unleBS,  indeed,  they  may  be  supposed  to  have  a  right  to 
violate  their  duty.  Hence,  in  compelling  the  colored  population 
of  the  South  to  work,  the  law  does  not  deprive  them  of  liberty,  in 
the  true  sense  of  the  word ;  that  is,  it  does  not  deprive  them  of 
the  enjoyment  of  any  natural  rigJU.  It  merely  requires  them  to 
perform  a  natural  duty. 

This  cannot  be  denied.  It  has  been,  as  we  have  shown,  admit- 
ted both  by  Dr.  Wayland  and  Dr.  Channing.*  But  while  the 
end  is  approved,  the  means  are  not  liked.  Few  of  the  abolition- 
ists are  disposed  to  offer  any  substitute  for  our  method.  They 
are  satisfied  merely  to  pull  down  and  destroy,  without  the  least 
thought  or  care  in  regard  to  consequences.  Dr.  Channing  has, 
however,  been  pleased  to  propose  another  method,  for  securing 
the  industry  of  the  black  and  the  prosperity  of  the  State.  Let 
us  then,  for  a  moment,  look  at  this  scheme. 

The  black  man,  says  he,  should  not  be  owned.  He  should 
work,  but  not  under  the  control  of  a  master.  His  overseer  should 
be  appointed  by  the  State,  and  be  amenable  to  the  State  for  the 
proper  exercise  of  his  authority.  Now,  if  this  learned  and  elo- 
quent orator  had  only  looked  one  inch  beneath  the  surface  of  Iiis 
own  scheme,  he  would  have  seen  that  it  is  fraught  with  the  most 
insuperable  difSculties,  and  that  its  execution  must  needs  be 
4ittended  with  the  most  ruinous  consequences. 

Emancipate  the  blacks,  then,  and  let  the  State  undertake  to 

'work  them.     In  the  first  place,  we  must  ignore  every  principle  of 

3)olitical  economy,  and  consent  to  the  wildest  and  most  reckless 

^f  experiments,  ere  we  can  agree  that  the  State  should  superintend 

<amd  carry  on  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  counti-y.    But  sup- 

'jose  this  difficulty  out  of  the  way,  on  what  land  would  the  State 

<<uiuse  its  slaves  to  be  worked  ?    It  would  scarcely  take  possession 

<^f  the  plantations  now  under  improvements ;  and,  setting  aside 

"Ae  owners,  proceed  to  cultivate  the  land.    But  it  must  either  do 

'this,  or  else  leave  these  plantations  to  become  worthless  for  the 

^want  of  laborers,  and  open  new  ones  for  the  benefit  of  the  State  ! 

Jn  no  point  of  view  could  a  more  utterly  chimerical  or  foolish 

scheme  be  well  conceived.     If  we  may  not  be  allowed  to  adhere 

"tx)  our  own  plan,  we  beg  that  some  su'bstitute  may  be  proposed 

'^hich  is  not  fraught  with  such  inevitable  destruction  to  the  whole 

*  See  pages  155,  and  159,  160. 
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South.  Otherwise^  we  shall  fear  that  these  self-styled  friendB  of 
humanity  are  more  bent  on  carrying  out  their  own  designs  than 
they  are  on  promoting  our  good. 

But  what  is  meant  by  the  freedom  of  the  emancipated  slaves, 
on  which  so  many  exalted  eulogies  have  been  pronounced  ?  Its 
first  element,  it  is  plain,  is  a  freedom  from  labor* — ^freedom  from 
the  very  first  law  of  nature.  In  one  word,  its  sum  and  substance 
is  a  power  on  the  part  of  the  freed  black  to  act  pretty  much  as  he 
pleases.  Now,  before  we  expend  oceans  of  enthusiasm  on  such 
a  freedom,  would  it  not  be  well  to  see  how  he  would  be  pleased 
to  act? 

Dr.  Ohanning  has  told  us,  we  are  aware,  of  the  'indomitable 
love  of  liberty,"  which  had  been  infused  into  the  breast  of  "  fierce 
barbarians  "  by  their  native  wildernesses.f  But  we  are  no  great 
admirers  of  a  liberty  which  knows  no  law  except  its  own  will, 
and  seeks  no  end  except  the  gratification  of  passion.];  Hence, 
we  have  no  very  great  respect  for  the  liberty  of  fierce  barbarians. 
It  would  make  a  hell  on  earth.  ''My  maxim,"  exclaims  Dr. 
Ohanning,  "is  any  thing  but  slavery !"  Even  slavery,  we  cry, 
before  a  freedom  such  as  his  I 

This  kind  of  freedom,  it  should  be  remembered,  was  born  in 
France  and  cradled  in  the  revolution.  May  it  never  be  forgotten 
that  the  "  Friends  of  the  Blacks  "  at  Boston  had  their  exact  pro- 
totypes in  "  le%  Amis  des  Noir%  "  of  Paris.  Of  this  last  society 
Eobespierre  was  the  ruling  spirit,  and  Brissot  the  orator.  By 
the  dark  machinations  of  the  one,||  and  the  fiery  eloquence  of  the 
other,  the  French  people — la  grande  nation — were  induced,  in 
1791,  to  proclaim  the  principle  of  equality  to  and  for  the  free 
blacks  of  St.  Domingo.  This  beautiful  island,  theji  the  brightest 
and  most  precious  jewel  in  the  crown  of  France,  thus  became  the 
first  of  the  West  Indies  in  which  the  dreadful  experiment  of  a 
forced  equality  was  tried.  The  authors  of  that  experiment  were 
solemnly  warned  of  the  horrors  into  which  it  would  inevitably 
plunge  both  the  whites  and  the  blacks  of  the  island.  Yet,  firm 
and    immovable  as    death,  Eobespierre    sternly  replied,   then 


*  See  chap.  1(2.  f  Works,  vol.  v.  p.  63.  %  See  chap.  L  {  2. 

II  We  have  in  the  above  remark  done  Boston  some  injustice.  For  New 
York  has  famished  the  Robespierre,  and  Massachusetts  only  the  Brissot^  of 
"les  Amis  des  Noirs"  in  America. 
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"Perish  the  colonies  rather  than  sacrifice  one  iota  of  our  prin- 
ciples !  "*  The  magnificent  colony  of  St.  Domingo  did  not  quite 
perish,  it  is  true  ;  but  yet,  as  every  one,  except  the  philanthropic 
"Ami  des  Noirs"of  the  present  day,  still  remembers  with  a 
thrill  of  horror,  the  entire  white  population  soon  melted,  like 
successive  flakes  of  snow,  in  the  furnace  of  that  freedom  which 
a  Robespierre  had  kindled. 

The  atrocities  of  this  awful  massacre  have  had,  as  the  historian 
has  said,t  no  parallel  in  the  annals  of  human  crime.  "The 
negroes,"  says  Alison,  "  marched  with  spiked  infants  on  their 
spears  instead  of  colors  ;  they  sawed  asunder  the  male  prisoners, 
and  violated  the  females  on  the  dead  bodies  of  their  husbands." 
The  work  of  death,  thus  completed  with  such  outbursts  of  unut- 
terable brutality,  constituted  and  closed  the  first  act  in  the  grand 
drama  of  Haytien  freedom. 

But  equality  was  not  yet  established.  The  colored  men,  or 
mulattoes,  beheld,  with  an  eye  burning  with  jealousy,  the  supe- 
rior power  and  ascendency  of  the  blacks.  Hence  arose  the 
horrors  of  a  civil  war.  Equality  had  been  proclaimed,  an4 
anarchy  produced.  In  this  frightiul  chaos,  the  ambitious  mulat- 
toes, whose  insatiable  desire  of  equality  had  first  disturbed  the 
peace  of  the  island,  perished  miserably  beneath  the  vengeance  of 
the  very  slaves  whom  they  had  themselves  roused  from  subjec- 
tion and  elevated  into  irresistible  power.  Thus  ended  the  second 
act  of  the  horrible  drama. 

This  bloody  discord,  this  wild  chaos  of  disgusting  brutalities, 
of  course  terminated  not  in  freedom,  but  in  a  military  despotism. 
With  the  subsequent  wars  and  fearful  destruction  of  human  life 
our  present  inquiry  has  nothing  to  do.  We  must  confine  our 
attention  to  the  point  before  us,  namely,  the  kind  of  freedom 
achieved  by  the  blacks  of  St.  Domingo.  We  have  witnessed  the 
two  great  manifestations  of  that  freedom ;  we  shall  now  look  at 
its  closing  scene.  This  we  shall,  for  obvious  reasons,  present  in 
the  language  of  an  English  author. 

"An  independent  negro  state,"  says  he,  "was  thus  established 


•  This  reply  is  sometimes  attributed  to  Robespierre  and  sometimes  to  Bris- 
Bot ;  it  is  probable  that  in  substance  it  was  made  by  both  of  these  bloody 
c^ompeers  in  the  cause  of  abolitionism. 

f  See  Alison's  History  of  Europe,  vol.  iL  p.  241. 
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in  Hayti ;  but  the  people  have  not  derived  all  the  benefits  which 
they  sanguinely  expected.  Released  from  their  compulsory  toil, 
they  have  not  yet  learned  to  subject  themselves  to  the  restraints 
of  regular  industry.  The  first  absolute  rulers  made  the  most 
extraordinary  efibrts  to  overcome  the  indolence  which  soon  began 
to  display  itself.  The  Code  Rural  directed  that  the  laborer 
should  fix  himself  on  a  certain  estate,  which  he  was  never  after- 
ward to  quit  without  a  passport  from  the  government.  His  hours 
of  labor  and  rest  were  fixed  by  statute.  The  whip,  at  first  per- 
mitted, was  ultimately  prohibited ;  but  as  every  military  ofiicer 
was  allowed  to  chastise  with  a  thick  cane,  and  almost  every  pro- 
prietor held  a  commission,  the  laborer  was  not  much  relieved. 
By  these  means  Mr.  Mackenzie  supposes  that  the  produce  of 
1806  was  raised  to  about  a  third  of  that  of  1789.  But  such  vio- 
lent regulations  could  not  continue  to  be  enforced  amid  the  suc- 
ceeding agitations,  and  under  a  republican  regime.  Almost  all 
traces  of  laborious  culture  were  soon  obliterated ;  large  tracts, 
which  had  been  one  entire  sugar  garden,  presented  now  only  a 
few  scattered  plantations."* 

Thus  the  lands  were  divided  out  among  the  officers  of  the 
army,  while  the  privates  were  compelled  to  cultivate  the  soil 
under  their  former  military  commanders,  clothed  with  more  than 
"  a  little  brief  authority."  No  better  could  have  been  expected 
except  by  fools  or  fanatics.  The  blacks  might  preach  equality,  it 
is  true,  but  yet,  like  the  more  enlightened  ruffians  of  Paris,  they 
would  of  course  take  good  care  not  to  practice  what  they  had 
preached.  Hence,  by  all  the  hoiTors  of  their  bloody  revolution, 
they  only  effected  a  change  of  masters.  The  white  man  had  dis- 
appeared, and  the  black  man,  one  of  their  own  race  and  color,  had 
assumed  his  place  and  his  authority.  And  of  all  masters,  it  is 
well  known,  the  naturally  servile  are  the  most  cruel.  "The 
earth,"  says  Solomon,  "  cannot  bear  a  servant  when  he  reigneth.^'f 

"  The  seDBual  and  the  dark  rebel  in  vain : 
Slaves  by  their  own  compulsion,  in  mad  game 
They  burst  their  manacles,  to  wear  the  name 
Of  Freedom,  graven  on  a  heavier  chain."  Golsbidob. 

Thus  "  the  world  of  good  "  they  sought  was  found,  most  liter- 
ally, in  ^'the  word  ;"  for  the  word,  the  name  of  freedom,  was  all 

*  Encyclopasdia  of  Geo.  vol  liL  pp.  802,  303.  f  Prov.  xxx.  22. 
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tiiey  had  achieved — at  least  of  good.  Poverty,  want,  disease, 
and  crime,  were  the  substantial  fimits  of  their  boasted  freedom. 

In  1789,  the  sugar  exported  was  672,000,000  pounds ;  in  1806, 
it  was  47,516,531  pounds ;  in  1825,  it  was  2020  pounds ;  in  1832, 
it  was  0  pounds.  If  history  had  not  spoken,  we  might  have 
safely  inferred,  from  this  astounding  decline  of  industry,  that  the 
morals  of  the  people  had  suffered  a  fearftd  deterioration.  But 
we  are  not  left  to  inference.  We  are  informed,  by  the  best  author- 
ities,* that  their  "morals  are  exceedingly  bad;"  and  that  under 
the  reign  of  liberty,  as  it  is  called,  their  condition  has,  in  all 
respects,  become  &r  worse  than  it  was  before.  "  There  appears 
every  reason  to  apprehend,"  says  James  Franklin,  "that  it  will 
recede  into  irrecoverable  insignificance,  poverty,  and  disorder."f 

Mr.  T.  Babington  Macaulay  has,  we  are  aware,  put  forth 
certain  notions  on  the  subject  of  liberty,  which  are  exactly  in 
accordance  with  the  views  and  the  spirit  of  the  abolitionists,  as 
^well  as  with  the  cut-throat  philosophy  of  the  Parisian  philan- 
thropists of  the  revolution.  As  these  notions  are  found  in  one 
of  his  juvenile  productions,  and  illustrated  by  "a  pretty  story" 
out  of  Ariosto,  we  should  not  deem  it  worth  while  to  notice  them, 
if  they  had  not  been  retained  in  the  latest  edition  of  his  Miscel- 
lanies. But  for  this  circumstance,  we  should  pass  them  by  as  the 
rhetorical  flourish  of  a  young  man  who,  in  his  most  mature  pro- 
unctions,  is  often  more  brillant  than  profound. 

*'  Ariosto,"  says  he,  "  tells  a  pretty  story  of  a  fairy,  who,  by 
8ome  mysterious  law  of  her  nature,  was  condemned  to  appear  at 
csertain  seasons  in  the  form  of  a  foul  and  poisonous  snake. 
Tniose  who  injured  her  during  the  period  of  her  disguise  were 
Ibrever  excluded  from  participation  in  the  blessings  which  she 
l)eBtowed.  But  to  those  who,  in  spite  of  her  loathsome  aspect, 
j>itied  and  protected  her,  she  afterward  revealed  herself  in  the 
l)eantiftil  and  celestial  form  which  was  natural  to  her,  accom- 
panied their  steps,  granted^all  their  wishes,  filled  their  houses 
"with  wealth,  made  them  ^appy  in  love,  and  victorious  in  war. 
Such  a  spirit  is  Liberty.  At  times  she  takes  the  form  of  a  hate- 
fid  reptile.    She  grovels,  she  hisses,  she  stings.    But  wo  to  those 

*  EDcyc.  of  Geo.,  vol  ilL  p.  303.  MackenEie's  St  Domingo,  vol  IL  ppu 
260,  321. 

t  Franklin's  Present  State  of  Hayti,  etc.,  p.  265. 
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who  in  disgust  shall  venture  to  crush  her  1  And  happy  are  those 
who,  having  dared  to  receive  her  in  her  degraded  and  frightful 
shape,  shall  at  length  bo  rewarded  by  her  in  the  time  of  her 
beauty  and  her  glory." 

For  aught  we  know,  all  this  may  be  very  fine  poetry,  and  may 
deserve  the  place  which  it  has  found  in  some  of  our  books  on 
rhetoric.  But  yet  this  beautiful  passage  will — like  the  fairy 
whose  charms  it  celebrates — be  so  surely  transformed  into  a 
hateful  snake  or  venomous  toad,  that  it  should  not  be  swallowed 
without  an  antidote.  Robespierre,  Danton,  Marat,  Barridre,  and 
the  black  Dessalines,  took  this  hateful,  hissing,  stinging,  mad- 
dening reptile  to  their  bosoms,  and  they  are  welcome  to  its 
rewards.  But  they  mistook  the  thing :  it  was  not  liberty  trans- 
formed ;  it  was  tyranny  unbound,  the  very  scourge  of  hell,  and 
Satan's  chief  instrument  of  torture  to  a  guilty  world.  It  was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  Sin,  despising  God,  and  warring 
against  his  image  on  the  earth. 

We  do  not  doubt — nay,  we  firmly  believe — that  in  the  veritable 
history  of  the  universe,  ayialogous  changes  have  taken  place. 
But  then  these  awful  changes  were  not  mere  fairy  tales.  They 
are  recorded  in  the  word  of  God.  When  Lucifer,  the  great 
bearer  of  light,  himself  was  free^  he  sought  equality  with  God, 
and  thence  became  a  hateful,  hissing  serpent  in  the  dust.  But 
he  was  not  fully  cursed,  until  "by  devilish  art"  he  reached  *'the 
organs  of  man's  fancy,"  and  with  them  forged  the  grand  illusion 
that  equality  alone  is  freedom. 

For  even  sinless,  happy  Eve  was  made  to  feel  herself  oppressed, 
until,  with  keen  desire  of  equality  with  gods,  "  forth  reaching  to 
the  fiTiit,  she  plucked,  she  ate :" — 

"Earth  felt  the  wound,  and  Nature  from  her  seat, 
Sighing  through  all  her  works,  gave  signs  of  wo, 
That  all  was  lost." 

How  much  easier,  then,  to  effect  the  ruin  of  poor,  fallen 
mian,  by  stirring  up  this  fierce  desire  of  equality  with  discon- 
tented thoughts  and  vain  hopes  of  unattainable  good  I  It  is  this 
dark  desire,  and  not  liberty,  which,  in  its  rage,  becomes  the 
"  poisonous  snake ;"  and,  though  decked  in  fine,  allegoric,  glow- 
ing garb,  it  is  still  the  loathsome  thing,  the  "false  worm,"  that 
turned  God's  Paradise  itself  into  a  blighted  world. 

K  Mr.  Macaulay  had  only  distinguished  between  liberty  and 
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license,  than  which   no  two  things  in  the  universe  are  more 
diametrically  opposed  to  each  other,  his  passion  for  fine  rhetoric 
would  not  have  betrayed  him  into  so  absurd  a  conceit  respecting 
the  diverse  forms  of  freedom.     Liberty  is — as  we  have  seen — the 
bright  emanation  of  reason  in  the  form  of  law ;  license  is  the 
trinmph  of  blind  passion  over  all  law  and  order.     Hence,  if  we 
livoiild  have  liberty,  the  great  deep  of  human  passion  must  be 
restrained.    For  this  purpose,  as  Mr.  Burke  has  said,  there  must 
be  power  somewhere ;  and  if  there  be  not  moral  power  within, 
there  must  be  physical  power  without.     Otherwise,  the  restraints 
will  be  too  weak ;  the  safeguards  of  liberty  will  give  way,  and 
the  passions  of  men  will  burst  into  anarchy,  the  most  frightftd 
of  all  the  forms  of  tyranny.     Shall  we  call  this  liberty  ?    Shall 
w^e   seek  the    secure    enjoyment  of  natural    rights   in  a  wild 
reign  of  lawless  terror?     As  well   might  we  seek  the  pure 
light  of  heaven   in  the  bottomless  pit.    It  is,  indeed,  a  most 
borrible  desecration  of  the   sacred  name  of  liberty,  to  apply 
it  either  to  the  butcheries  and  brutalities  of  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, or  to  the  more  diabolical  massacres  of  St.  Domingo.     If 
snch  were  freedom,  it  would,  in  sober  truth,  be  more  fitly  sym- 
lK>lized  by  ten  thousand  hissing  serpents  than  by  a  single  poison- 
ous snake ;  and  by  all  on  earth,  as  in  heaven,  it  should  be  ab- 
horred.   Hence,  those  pretended  friends  and  advocates  of  free- 
dom, who  would  thus  fain  transmute  her  form  divine  into  such 
horribly  distorted  shapes,  are  with  her  enemies  confederate  in 
dark,  misguided  league. 

§  V.    The  consequences  of  abolition  to  the  South. 

'^  We  have  had  experience  enough  in  our  own  colonies,"  says 
the  Prospective  Review^  for  November,  1852,  "not  to  wish  to 
See  the  experiment  tried  elsewhere  on  a  larger  scale."  Now  thi», 
though  it  comes  to  us  from  across  the  Atlantic,  really  sounds  like 
the  voice  of  genuine  philanthropy.  Nor  do  we  wish  to  see  the 
experiment,  which  has  brought  down  such  wide-spread  ruin  on 
all  the  great  interests  of  St.  Domingo  and  the  British  colonies, 
tried  in  this  prosperous  and  now  beautiful  land  of  ours.  It 
I'equires  no  prophet  to  foresee  the  awfiil  consequences  of  such  an 
experiment  on  the  lives,  the  liberties,  the  fortunes,  and  the 
xtiorals,  of  the  people  of  the  Southern  States.  Let  us  briefly 
notice  some  of  these  consequences. 
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Consider,  in  the  first  place,  the  vast  amount  of  property  which 
would  be  destroyed  by  the  madness  of  snch  an  experiment.  Ac- 
cording to  the  estimate  of  Mr.  Clay,  "the  total  value  of  the  slave 
property  in  the  United  States  is  twelve  hundred  millions  of  dol- 
lars," all  of  which  the  people  of  the  South  are  expected  to  sacri- 
fice on  the  altar  of  abolitionism.  It  only  moves  the  indignation 
of  the  abolitionist  that  we  should  for  one  moment  hesitate.  "I 
see,"  he  exclaims,  "  in  the  immenseness  of  the  value  of  the  slaves, 
the  enormous  amount  of  the  robbery  committed  on  them.  I  see 
'twelve  hundred  millions  of  dollars'  seized,  extorted  by  unright- 
eous force."*  But,  unfortunately,  his  passions  are  so  fiirions, 
that  his  mind  no  sooner  comes  into  contact  with  any  branch  of 
the  subject  of  slavery,  than  instantly,  as  if  by  a  flash  of  lightning, 
his  opinion  is  formed,  and  he  begins  to  declaim  and  denounce  as 
if  reason  should  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  He  does 
not  even  allow  himself  time  for  a  single  moment^s  serious  reflec- 
tion. Nay,  resenting  the  opinion  of  the  most  sagacious  of  our 
statesmen  as  an  insult  to  his  understanding,  he  deems  it  beneath 
his  dignity  even  to  make  an  attempt  to  look  beneath  the  surface 
of  the  great  ploblem  on  which  he  condescends  to  pour  the  illumi- 
nations of  his  genius.  Ere  we  accept  his  oracles  as  inspired,  we 
beg  leave  to  think  a  little,  and  consider  their  intrinsic  value. 

Twelve  hundred  millions  of  dollars  extorted  by  unrighteous 
force  1  What  enormous  robbery !  Now,  let  it  be  borne  in  mind, 
that  this  is  the  language  of  a  man  who,  as  we  have  seen,  has — ^in 
one  of  his  lucid  intervals — admitted  that  it  is  right  to  apply /broe 
to  compel  those  to  work  who  will  not  labor  from  rational  motives. 
Such  is  precisely  the  application  of  the  force  which  now  moyes 
his  righteous  indignation ! 

This  force,  so  justly  applied,  has  created  this  enormous  value 
of  twelve  hundred  millions  of  dollars.  It  has  neither  seized,  nor 
extorted  this  vast  amount  from  others ;  it  has  simply  created  it 
out  of  that  which,  but  for  such  force,  would  have  been  utterly 
valueless.  And  if  experience  teaches  any  thing,  then,  no  sooner 
shall  this  force  be  withdrawn,  than  the  great  value  in  question 
will  disappear.  It  will  not  be  restored ;  it  will  be  annihilated. 
The  slaves — ^now  worth  so  many  hundred  millions  of  dollars — 
would  become  worthless  to  themselves,  and  nuisances  to  society. 

*  Dr.  Ghanning^s  Worki,  vol  v.  p.  47. 
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No  free  State  in  the  Union  would  be  willing  to  receive  them — 'or 
a  considerable  portion  of  them — into  her  dominions.  They  would 
be  regaiHied  as  pests,  and,  if  possible,  everywhere  expelled  from 
the  empires  of  freemen. 

Our  lands,  like  those  of  the  British  West  Indies,  would  become 
almost  valueless  for  the  want  of  laborers  to  cultivate  them.  The 
most  beautiful  garden-spots  of  the  sunny  South  would,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years,  be  turned  into  a  jungle,  with  only  here 
and  there  a  forlorn  plantation.  Poverty  and  distress,  bankruptcy 
and  ruin,  would  everywhere  be  seen.  In  one  word,  the  condition 
of  the  Southern  States  would,  in  all  material  respects,  be  like  that 
of  the  once  flourishing  British  colonies  in  which  the  fatal  experi- 
ment of  emancipation  has  been  tried. 

Such  are  some  of  the  fearful  consequences  of  emancipation. 
But  these  are  not  all.  The  ties  that  would  be  severed,  and  tiie 
sympathies  crushed,  by  emancipation,  are  not  at  all  understood 
by  afcolitionists.  They  are,  indeed,  utter  strangers  to  the  moral 
power  which  these  ties  and  sympathies  now  exert  for  the  good  of 
the  inferior  race.  "Our  patriarchal  scheme  of  domestic  servi- 
tude," says  Governor  Hammond,  "is  indeed  well  calculated  to 
awaken  the  higher  and  finer  feelings  of  our  nature.  It  is  not 
wanting  in  its  enthusiasm  and  its  poetry.  The  relations  of  the 
most  beloved  and  honored  chiefs,  and  the  most  faithful  and  admir- 
ing subjects,  which,  from  the  time  of  Homer,  have  been  the 
theme  of  song,  are  frigid  and  unfelt,  compared  with  those  exist* 
ing  between  the  master  and  his  slaves ;  who  served  his  father, 
and  racked  his  cradle,  or  have  been  born  in  his  household,  and 
look  forward  to  serve  his  children  ;  who  have  been  through  life 
the  props  of  his  fortune,  and  the  objects  of  his  care ;  who  have 
partaken  of  his  griefs,  and  looked  to  him  for  comfort  in  their 
own ;  whose  sickness  he  has  so  frequently  watched  over  and 
relieved;  whose  holidays  he  has  so  often  made  joyous  by  his 
Tx)unties  and  his  presence ;  for  whose  welfare,  when  absent,  his 
anxious  solicitude  never  ceases,  and  whose  hearty  and  affectionate 
meetings  never  fail  to  welcome  him  home.  In  this  cold,  calcula- 
ting, ambitious  world  of  ours,  there  are  few  ties  more  heart-felt, 
or  of  more  benignant  influence,  than  those  which  mutually  bind 
the  master  and  the  slave,  under  our  ancient  system,  handed  down 
£rom  the  father  of  Israel." 

Let  the  slaves  be  emancipated  then,  and^  in  one  or  two  genera- 
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tioDS,  the  white  people  of  the  South  would  care  as  little  for  the 
freed  blacks  among  us,  as  the  same  class  of  persons  are  now 
cared  for  by  the  white  people  of  the  North.  The  prejudice  of 
race  would  be  restored*  with  unmitigated  violence.  The  blacks 
are  contented  in  servitude,  so  long  as  they  find  themselves 
excluded  from  none  of  the  privileges  of  the  condition  to  which 
they  belong;  but  let  them  be  delivered  from  the  authority  of 
their  masters,  and  they  will  feel  their  rigid  exclusion  from  the 
society  of  the  whites  and  all  participation  in  their  government. 
They  would  become  clamorous  for  "their  inalienable  rights." 
Three  millions  of  freed  blacks,  thus  circumstanced,  would  furnish 
t!he  elements  of  the  most  horrible  civil  war  the  world  has  ever 
witnessed. 

These  elements  would  soon  burst  in  fury  on  the  land.  There 
was  no  civil  war  in  Jamaica,  it  is  true,  after  the  slaves  were 
emancipated ;  but  this  was  because  the  power  of  Great  Britain 
was  over  the  two  parties,  and  held  them  in  subjection.  It  would 
be  far  otherwise  here.  For  here  there  would  be  no  power  to 
check — while  theife  would  be  infernal  agencies  at  work  to  pro- 
mote— civil  discord^  and  strife.  As  Robespierre  caused  it  to  be 
proclaimed  to  the  free  blacks  of  St.  Domingo  that  they  were 
naturally  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  citizens ;  as 
Mr.  Seward  proclaimed  the  same  doctrine  to  the  free  blacks  of 
New  York ;  so  there  would  be  kind  benefactors  enough  to  propa- 
gate the  same  sentiments  among  our  colored  population.  They 
would  be  instigated,  in  every  possible  way,  to  claim  their  natural 
equality  with  the  whites ;  and,  by  every  diabolical  art,  their  bad 
passions  would  be  inflamed.  If  the  object  of  such  agitators  were 
merely  to  stir  up  scenes  of  strife  and  blood,  it  might  be  easily 
attained  ;  but  if  it  were  to  force  the  blacks  into  a  social  and  polit- 
ical equality  with  the  whites,  it  would  most  certainly  and  forever 
fail.  For  the  government  of  these  Southern  States  was,  by  our 
fathers,  founded  on  the  vibtub  and  the  intblligbncb  of  the  people, 
and  there  we  intend  it  6hall  stand.  The  African  has  neither  part 
nor  lot  in  the  matter. 

We  cannot  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that  abolitionists  would*  be 
in  the  slightest  degree  moved  by  the  awful  consequences  of 
emancipation.  Poverty,  ruin,  death,  are  very  small  items  with 
these  sublime  philanthropists.  They  scarcely  enter  into  their 
calculations.    The  dangers  of  a  civil  war — ^though  the  most  fear- 


ARGUMENT    PROM    THE    PUBLIC    GOOD,       4^3 

fal  the  world  has  ever  seen — ^lie  quite  beneath  the  range  of  their 
humanity. 

Indeed,  we  should  expect  our  argument  from  the  consequences 
of  emancipation  to  be  met  by  a  thorough-going  abolitionist  with 
the  words, — *' Perish  the  Southern  States  rather  than  sacrifice 
one  iota  of  our  principles  I  "  We  ask  them  not  to  sacrifice  their 
principles  to  us ;  nor  do  wo  intend  that  they  shall  sacrifice  us  to 
their  principles.  For  if  perish  we  must,  it  shall  be  as  a  sacrifice 
to  our  own  principles,  and  not  to  theirs. 

Note. — It  has  not  fallen  within  the  scope  of  our  design  to  consider  the 
effects  of  emancipation,  and  of  the  consequent  destruction  of  so  large  an 
amount  of  property,  on  the  condition  and  prosperity  of  the  world.  Otherwise 
it  might  easily  have  been  shown  that  every  civilized  portion  of  the  globe 
'would  feel  the  shock.  This  point  has  been  very  happily,  though  briefly, 
illustrated  by  Governor  Hammond,  in  his  "  Letters  on  Slavery." 

Nor  has  it  formed  any  part  of  our  purpose,  in  the  following  section,  to 
cUscuss  the  influence  of  American  slavery  on  the  future  destiny  and  civilization 
of  Africa.  This  subject  has  been  ably  discussed  by  various  writers;  and 
especially  by  an  accomplished  divine,  the  Bev.  William  N.  Pendleton,  in  a 
^liscourse  published  in  the  "  Virginian  Colonizationist,'*  for  September,  1854. 

§  VI.   Elevation  of  the  Blacks  hy  Southern  slavery. 

The  abolitionists,  with  the  most  singular  unanimity,  persever- 
:ingly  assert  that  Southern  slavery  degrades  its  subjects  '4nto 
Ibrutes.^'  This  assertion  fills  us  with  amazement.  If  it  were 
]>0Bsible,  we  would  suppose,  in  a  judgment  of  charity,  that  its 
authors  knew  nothing  of  the  history  of  Africa  or  of  the  condition 
^f  our  slaves.  But  such  ignorance  is  not  possible.  On  the  other 
liand,  we  find  it  equally  impossible  to  believe  that  so  many  men 
«nd  women — the  very  lights  of  abolitionism — could  knowingly 
utter  so  palpable  a  falsehood.  Thus  we  are  forced  to  the  con- 
clusion, that  the  authors  of  this  charge  are  so  completely  carried 
away  by  a  blind  hatred  of  slavery,  that  they  do  not  care  to  keep 
their  words  within  the  sacred  bounds  of  eternal  truth.  This 
eeems  to  be  the  simple,  melancholy  fact.  Th^  great  question  with 
Ihem  seems  to  be,  not  ^hat  is  true  or  what  is  false,  but  what  will 
most  speedily  effect  the  destruction  of  Southern  slavery.  Any 
thing  that  seems  to  answer  this  purpose  is  blindly  and  furiously 
wielded  by  them.  The  Edinburgh  Review,  in  a  high-wrought 
eulogy  on  an  American  authoress,  says  that  she  assails  slaveiy 
"with  arrows  "  poisoned  by  truth."    Her  words,  it  is  true,  are 
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dipped  in  flaming  poison;  but  tJiat  poison  is  not  truth.  The 
truth  is  never  poison. 

The  native  African  could  not  be  degraded.  Of  the  fifty 
ndlliona  of  inhabitants  of  the  continent  of  Africa,  it  is  estimated 
that  forty  millions  were  slaves.  The  master  had  the  power  of 
life  and  death  over  the  slave ;  and,  in  &ct,  his  slaves  were  often 
fed,  and  killed,  and  eaten,  just  as  we  do  with  oxen  and  sheep  in 
this  country.  Nay,  the  hind  and  fore-quarters  of  men,  women, 
and  children,  might  there  be  seen  huDg  on  the  shambles  and 
exposed  for  sale  I  Their  women  were  beasts  of  burden ;  and, 
when  young,  they  were  regarded  as  a  great  delicacy  by  the  palate 
of  their  pampered  masters.  A  warrior  would  sometimes  take  a 
score  of  young  females  along  with  him,  in  order  to  enrich  his 
feasts  and  regale  his  appetite.  He  delighted  in  such  delicacies. 
As  to  his  religion,  it  was  even  worse  than  his  morals ;  or  rather, 
his  religion  was  a  mass  of  the  most  disgusting  immoralities. 
His  notion  of  a  God,  and  the  obscene  acts  by  which  that  notion 
was  worshiped,  are  too  shocking  to  be  mentioned.  The  vilest 
slave  that  ever  breathed  the  air  of  a  Christian  land  could  not 
begin  to  conceive  the  horrid  iniquities  of  such  a  life.  And  yet, 
in  the  face  of  all  this,  we  are  told — ^yea,  we  are  perseveringly  and 
eternally  told — that  ^^  the  A&ican  has  been  degraded  into  a  brute  " 
by  American  slavery  !  Indeed,  if  such  creatures  ever  reach  the 
level  of  simple  brutality  at  all,  is  it  not  evident  they  must  be 
elevated,  and  not  degraded,  to  it  ? 

The  very  persons  who  make  the  above  charge  know  better. 
Their  own  writings  fiimish  the  most  incontestable  proof  that  they 
know  better.  A  writer  in  the  Edinburgh  Review,*  for  example, 
has  not  only  asserted  that  '^  slavery  degrades  its  subjects  into 
brutes,"  but  he  has  the  audacity  to  declare,  in  regard  to  slavery 
in  the  United  States,  that  ^^  we  do  not  believe  that  such  oppres- 
sion is  to  be  found  in  any  other  part  of  the  world,  civilized  or 
uncivilized.  We  do  not  believe  that  such  oppression  ever  existed 
before."  Yet  even  this  unprincipled  writer  has,  in  the  very 
article  containing  this  declaration,  shown  that  he  knows  better. 
He  has  shown  that  he  knows  that  the  African  has  been  elevated 
and  improved  by  his  servitude  in  the  United  States.  We  shall 
proceed  to  convict  him  out  of  his  own  mouth. 
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^The  African  slave-trade  was  frightful,"  says  he;  "but  its 
prej  were  savages,  accustomed  to  suffering  and  misery,  and  to 
ondnre  them  with  patience  almost  amounting  to  apathy.*  The 
ricfdms  of  the  American  slave-trade  have  been  bred  in  a  highly- 
Boltivated  community.  Their  dispositions  have  been  softened, 
their  intellects  sharpened,  and  their  sensibilities  excited,  by 
society,  by  Christianity,  and  by  all  the  ameliorating  but  enervat- 
ii^  influences  of  civilization.  The  savage  submits  to  be  enslaved 
himself,  or  have  his  wife  or  his  child  carried  off  by  his  enemies, 
u  merely  a  calamity.  His  misery  is  not  embittered  by  iudigna- 
don.  He  suffers  only  what — if  he  could — he  would  inflict.  He 
eannot  imagine  a  state  of  society  in  which  there  shall  not  be 
masters  and  slaves,  kidnapping  and  man-selling,  coffles  and 
slave-traders,  or  in  which  any  class  shall  be  exempli  from  mis- 
fortunes which  appear  to  him  to  be  incidental  to  humanity." 

Thus,  according  to  this  very  sagacious,  honest,  consistent 
writer,  it  matters  little  what  you  do  with  the  native  African  :  he 
has  no  moral  sense ;  he  feels  no  wrong ;  he  suffers  only  what  he 
would  inflict.  But  when  you  come  to  deal  with  the  American 
slave,  or,  as  this  writer  calls  him,  "  the  civilized  Virginian,"  it 
is  quite  another  thing  I  His  dispositions  have  been  softened,  his 
intellect  sharpened,  and  his  sensibilities  roused  to  a  new  life,  by 
society  and  by  Christianity !  And  yet,  according  to  this  very 
writer,  this  highly  civilized  Virginian  is  the  man  who,  by  Amer- 
ican slavery,  has  been  degraded  from  the  native  Aftican  into  a 
brute  !  We  dismiss  his  lawless  savage,  and  his  equally  lawless 
pen,  from  our  further  consideration. 

We  proceed,  in  like  manner,  to  condemn  Dr.  Channing  out  of 
bis  own  mouth.  He  has  repeatedly  asserted  that  slavery  among 
US  degrades  its  subjects  into  brutes.  Now  hear  him  on  the  other 
aide  of  this  question. 

"  The  European  race,"  says  he,  "  have  manifested  more  courage, 
enterprise,  invention ;  but  in  the  dispositions  which  Christianity 
particularly  honors,  how  inferior  are  they  to  the  African  ?  When 
I  cast  my  eyes  over  our  Southern  region, — ^the  land  of  bowie- 
knives,  lynch-law,  and  duels,  of  '  chivalry,'  *  honor,'  and  revenge ; 
and  when  I  consider  that  Christianity  is  declared  to  be  a  spirit  of 
charity,  'which  seeketh  not  its  own,  is  not  easily  provoked, 
thinketh  no  evil,  and  endureth  all  things,'  and  is  also  declared  to 
be  ^  the  -wisdom  from  above,'  which  is  '  first  pure,  then  peaceable, 
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gentle,  easy  to  be  entreated,  fiill  of  mercy  and  good  fruits ;'  can 
I  hesitate  in  deciding  to  which  of  the  races  in  that  land  Chris- 
tianity is  most  adapted,  and  in  which  its  noblest  disciples  are 
most  likely  to  be  reared  ?  "* 

It  was  by  casting  his  eyes  over  "our  Southern  region  "that 
Dr.  Ohanning  concluded  "that  we  are  holding  in  bondage  one  of 
the  best  races  of  the  human  family."  If  he  had  cast  them  over 
the  appallingly  dark  region  of  Africa,  he  would  have  been  com- 
pelled, in  spite  of  the  wonder-working  power  of  his  imagination, 
to  pronounce  it  one  of  the  very  worst  and  most  degraded  races 
upon  earth.  K,  as  he  imagines,  this  race  among  us  is  now  nearer 
to  the  kingdom  of  heaven  than  we  ourselves  are,  how  dare  he 
assert — as  he  so  often  has  done — that  our  slavery  has  "degraded 
them  into  Jbrutes?"  If,  indeed,  they  had  not  been  elevated — both 
physically  and  morally — by  their  servitude  in  America,  it  would 
have  been  beyond  the  power  of  even  Dr.  Channing  to  pronounce 
such  a  eulogy  upon  them.  We  say,  then,  that  he  knew  better 
when  he  asserted  that  we  have  degi*aded  them  into  brutes.  He 
spoke,  not  from  his  better  knowledge  and  his  conscience,  but 
from  blind,  unreflecting  passion.  For  he  knew — if  he  knew  any 
thing — that  the  blacks  have  been  elevated  and  improved  by  their 
contact  with  the  whites  of  this  enlightened  portion  of  the  globe. 

The  truth  is,  the  abolitionist  can  make  the  slave  a  brute  or  a 
saint,  just  as  it  may  happen  to  suit  the  exigency  of  his  argument. 
If  slavery  degrades  its  subjects  into  brutes,  then  one  would  sup- 
pose that  slaves  are  brutes.  But  the  moment  you  speak  of  selling 
a  slave,  he  is  no  longer  a  brute, — he  is  a  civilized  man,  with  all 
the  most  tender  affections,  with  all  the  most  generous  emotions. 
If  the  object  be  to  excite  indignation  against  slavery,  then  it 
always  transforms  its  subjects  into  brutes  ;  but  if  it  be  to  excite 
indignation  against  the  slaveholder,  then  he  holds,  not  brutes,  but 
a  George  Harris— or  an  Eliza — or  an  Uncle  Tom — in  bondage. 
Any  thing,  and  every  thing,  except  fair  and  impartial  statement, 
are  the  materials  with  which  he  works. 

"No  fact  is  plainer  than  that  the  blacks  have  been  elevated  and 
improved  by  their  servitude  in  this  country.  We  cannot  possibly 
conceive,  indeed,  how  Divine  Providence  could  have  placed  them 
in  a  better  school  of  correction.    If  the  abolitionists  can  conceive 

♦  Dr.  GhaDDing'fl  Works,  vol.  vL  p.  60,  61. 
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Abetter  method  for  tlieijr  enlightenment  and  religions  improve- 
xnent,  we  ahoald  rejoice  to  see  them  carry  their  plan  into  execu- 
tion.   Thej  need  not  seek  to  rend  asunder  onr  Union,  on  account 
of  the  three  millions  of  blacks  among  us,  while  there  are  fifty 
millions  of  the  same  race  on  the  continent  0/ Africa,  calling  aloud 
for  their  sympathy,  and  appealing  to  their  Christian  benevolence. 
Lett  them  look  to  that  continent    Let  them  rouse  the  real,  active, 
self-sacrificing  benevolence  of  the  whole  Christian  world  in  behalf 
of  that  most  degraded  portion  of  the  human  family ;  and,  after 
all,  if  they  will  show  us  on  the  continent  of  Africa,  or  elsewhere,  ^ 
three  millions  of  blacks  in  as  good  a  condition — ^physically  and 
morally — as  out  slaves,  then  will  we  most  cheerfully  admit  that 
all  other  Christian  nations,  combined,  have  accomplished  as  much 
for  the  African  race,  as  has  been  done  by  the  Southern  States  of 
the  Union. 


CHAPTER    V. 

THE   FUGITIVE  SLAVE   LAW. 

If  r.  Seward's  Attack  on  the  Constitution  of  his  Country — The  Attack  of  Mr. 
Sumner  on  the  Constitution  of  his  Country — The  Kight  of  Trial  hy  Jury  not 
impured  hy  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law — The  Duty  of  the  Citizen  in  regard  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

We  have,  under  our  present  Union,  advanced  in  prosperity  and 
flatness  beyond  all  former  example  in  the  history  of  nations. 
We  no  sooner  begin  to  reason  from  the  past  to  the  future,  than 
we  are  lost  in  amazement  at  the  prospect  before  us.  We  behold 
the  United  States,  and  that  too  at  no  very  distant  period,  the  first 
power  among  the  nations  of  the  earth.  But  such  reasoning  is 
not  always  to  be  relied  on.  Whether,  in  the  present  instance,  it 
points  to  a  reality,  or  to  a  magnificent  dream  merely,  will  of 
course  depend  on  the  wisdom,  the  integrity,  and  the  moderation, 
of  our  rulers. 

It  cannot  be  disguised  that  the  Union,  with  all  its  unspeakable 

advantages  and  blessings,  is  in  danger.    It  is  the  Fugitive  Slave 

Law  against  which  the  waves  of  abolitionism  have  dashed  with 
27 
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their  utmost  force  and  raged  with  an  almost  boundless  fury.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  precisely  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law — that  great 
constitutional  guarantee  of  our  rights — which  the  people  of  the 
South  are,  as  one  man,  the  most  inflexibly  determined  to  main- 
tain. We  are  prepared,  and  we  shall  accordingly  proceed,  to 
show  that,  in  this  feariful  conflict,  the  great  leaders  of  abolitionism 
— the  Chases,  the  Sewards,  and  the  Sumners,  of  the  day — ^are 
waging  a  fierce,  bitter,  and  relentless  warfare  against  the  Consti- 
tution of  their  country. 

§  I.  Mr,  SewarcCs  attach  on  the  Constitution  of  his  country. 

There  is  one  thing  which  Mr.  Seward's  reasoning  overlooks, — 
namely,  that  he  has  taken  an  oath  to  support  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  We  shall  not  lose  sight  of  this  fact,  nor  per- 
mit him  to  obscure  it  by  his  special  pleadings  and  mystifications ; 
since  it  serves  to  show  that  while,  in  the  name  of  a  "higher  law," 
he  denounces  the  Constitution  of  his  country,  he  at  the  same  time 
commits  a  most  flagrant  outrage  against  that  higher  law  itself. 

The  clause  of  the  Constitution  which  Mr.  Seward  denounces  is 
as  follows:  "No  person  held  to  service  or  labor  in  one  State, 
under  the  laws  thereof,  escaping  into  another,  shall,  in  conse- 
quence of  any  law  or  regulation  therein,  be  discharged  from 
such  service  or  labor,  but  shall  be  delivered  up  on  claim  of  the 
party  to  whom  such  service  or  labor  may  be  due."  This  clause, 
as  Mr.  Seward  contemptuously  says,  is  "from  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  in  1787."  He  knows  of  only  one  other  com- 
pact like  this  "in  diplomatic  history;"  and  that  was  made 
between  despotic  powers  "in  the  year  of  grace  902,  in  the  period 
called  the  Dark  Ages."  But  whether  this  compact  made  by  the 
fathers  of  the  Republic,  or  the  sayings  and  doings  of  Mr.  Seward 
in  regard  to  it,  are  the  more  worthy  of  the  Dark  Ages,  it  is  not 
for  him  alone  to  determine. 

"The  law  of  nature,"  says  he,  "disavows  such  compacts;  the 
law  of  nature,  written  on  the  hearts  and  consciences  of  freemen, 
repudiates  them."  If  this  be  so,  then  it  certainly  follows  that  in 
founding  States  no  such  compacts  should  be  formed.  For,  as  Mr. 
Seward  says,  "when  we  are  founding  States,  all  these  laws  must 
bo  brought  to  the  standard  of  the  laws  of  God,  and  must  be 
tried  by  that  standard,  and  must  stand  or  fall  by  it."  This  is 
true,  we  repeat ;  but  the  Senator  who  uttered  this  truth  was  not 
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founding  States  or  forming  a  constitution.  He  was  living  and 
acting  under  a  constitution  already  formed,  and  one  which  he 
had  taken  an  oath  to  support.  If,  in  the  construction  of  this 
instrument,  our  fathers  really  followed  "as  precedents  the  abuses 
of  tyrants  and  robbers,"  then  the  course  of  the  Senator  in- 
question  was  plain :  he  should  have  suffered  martyrdom  rather 
than  take  an  oath  to  support  it.  For  the  law  of  nature,  it  is 
clear,  permits  no  man  first  to  take  an  oath  to  support  such  com- 
pacts,  and  then  repudiate  them.  If  they  are  at  war  with  his 
conscience,  then,  in  the  name  of  all  that  is  sacred,  let  him 
repudiate  them,  but,  by  all  means,  without  having  first  placed 
himself  under  the  necessity  of  repudiating,  at  the  same  time,  the 
obligation  of  his  oath. 

There  is  a  question  among  casuists,  whether  an  oath  extorted 
bj  force  can  bind  a  man  to  act  in  opposition  to  his  conscience. 
But  this  was  not  Mr.  Seward's  case.  His  oath  was  not  extorted. 
If  he  had  refused  to  take  it,  he  would  have  lost  nothing  except 
dn  office. 

"There  was  deep  philosophy,"  says  he,  "in  the  confession  of 
an  eminent  English  judge.  When  he  had  condemned  a  young 
woman  to  death,  under  the  late  sanguinary  code  of  his  country, 
for  her  first  theft,  she  fell  down  dead  at  his  feet.  ^I  seem  to 
myself,'  said  he,  ^to  have  been  pronouncing  sentence,  not  against 
the  prisoner,  but  against  the  law  itself.' "  Ay,  there  was  some- 
thing better  than  "deep  philosophy"  in  that  English  judge; 
there  was  stern  integrity ;  for,  though  he  felt  the  law  to  be  hard 
and  cruel,  yet,  having  taken  an  oath  to  support  it,  he  hardly  felt 
himself  at  liberty  to  dispense  with  the  obligation  of  his  oath. 
We  commend  his  example  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

But  who  is  this  Senator,  or  any  other  politician  of  the  present 
day,  that  he  should  presume  to  pass  so  sweeping  and  so  peremp- 
tory a  sentence  of  condemnation  on  a  compact  made  by  the 
fathers  of  the  Eepublic  and  ratified  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States  I  For  our  part,  if  we  wished  to  find  "  the  higher  law," 
we  should  look  neither  into  the  Dark  Ages  nor  into  his  con- 
science. We  had  infinitely  rather  look  into  the  great  souls  of 
those  by  whom  the  Constitution  was  framed,  and  by  every  one  of 
whom  the  very  compact  which  Mr.  Seward  pronounces  so  infa- 
mous was  cordially  sanctioned. 

"  Your  Constitution  and  laws,"  exclaims  Mr.  Seward,  "  convert 
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hospitality  to  the  refugee  from  the  most  degrading  oppression  on* 
earth  into  a  crime,  but  all  mankind  except  you  esteem  that  hos- 
pitality a  virtue."  Not  content  with  thus  denouncing  the  "Con- 
stitution and  laws,"  he  has  elsewhere  exhorted  the  people  to  an 
open  resistance  to  their  execution.  "  It  is,"  says  be,  in  a  speech 
at  a  mass-meeting  in  Ohio,  "  written  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
the  United  States,"  and  "in  violation  to  divine  law,*  that  we 
shall  surrender  the  fugitive  slave  who  takes  rej^ge  at  our  fireside 
from  his  relentless  pursuer."  He  then  and  there  exhorts  the 
people  to  resist  the  execution  of  this  clear,  this  unequivocal,  this 
acknowledged^  mandate  of  the  Constitution!  "Extend,"  says 
he,  a  "  cordial  welcome  to  the  fugitive  who  lays  hie  weary  limbs 
at  your  door^  and  defend  him  as  you  would  yous  housshold 

GODS." 

We  shall  not  trust  ourselves  to  characterize  such  conduct.  In 
the  calm,  judicial  language  of  the  Chancellor  of  his  own  State 
such  proceeding  of  Mr.  Seward  will  find  its  most  fitting  rebuke. 
"  Independent,  however,"  says  Chancellor  Walworth,  "  of  any 
legislation  on  this  subject  either  by  the  individual  States  or  by 
Congress^  if  the  person  whose  services  are  claimed  is  in  &ct  a 
fugitive  from  servitude  under  the  laws  of  another  State,  the  con- 
stitutional  provision  is  imperative  that  he  shall  be  ddivered  up 
to  his  master  upon  claim  made,^^  Thus  £u*,  Mr.  Seyard  concurs 
with  the  chancellor  in  opinion ;  but  the  latter  continues — ^^  and* 
any  state  officer  or  private  citizen,  who  owes  allegiance  to  the 
United  States,  and  has  taken  the  usual  oath  to  support  the  Con* 
stitution  thereof,  cannot,  wrrnour  inourring  the  moral  guilt  of 
PBRjuRY,  do  any  act  to  deprive  the  master  of  his  right  of  recap- 
tion, when  there  is  no  real  doubt  that  the  pei*son  whose  services 
are  claimed  is  in  fiu^t  the  slave  of  the  claimant."!  Yet,  r^ard- 
less  of  the  question  whether  the  fugitive  is  a  slave  or  not,  the  life 
and  labors  of  Mr.  Seward  are,  in  a  great  measure,  dedicated  to  a 
subversion  of  the  constitutional  clause  and  right  under  consider- 
ation. He  counsels  open  resistance  I  Yea,  he  exhorts  the  people 
to  protect  and  defend  fugitive  slaves  as  suoh^  and  though  they 
had  confessed  themselves  to  have  fled  from  servitude  I  But  we 
doubt  not  that  ^^  the  law  of  nature,  written  on  the  hearts  and 
consciences  of  freemen,"  will  reverse  this  advice  of  his,  and 

»  On  tlu8  pointy  sm  page  176.      f  XIY.  Wendell,  Jade  v.  Martin,  p.  528. 
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.  teaffirm  the  decision  of  the  chancellor  of  his  own  State.  Nay, 
wherever  there  exists  a  freeman  with  a  real  heart  and  conscience, 
there  that  decision  already  stands  affirmed. 

As  Mr.  Seward's  arguments  are  more  fully  elaborated  by  Mr. 
Sumner,  of  Massachusetts,  so  they  will  pass  under  review  when 
we  come  to  examine  the  speech  of  that  Senator.  In  the  mean 
time,  we  beg  leave  to  lay  before  the  reader  a  few  living  examples 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  law  of  nature,  as  written  on  the 
hearts  and  consciences  of  freemen,  has  expressed  itself  in  regard 
to  the  points  above  considered. 

**I  recognize,  indeed,"  says  the  Hon.  R.  0.  Winthrop,  of 
Boeton,  ^^a  power  above  all  human  law-makers  and  a  code  above 
all  earthly  constitutions !  And  whenever  I  perceive  a  clear  con- 
flict of  jurisdiction  and  authority  between  the  Constitution  of  my 
country  and  the  laws  of  my  God,  my  course  is  clear.  I  shall 
resign  my  office,  whatever  it  may  be,  and  renounce  all  connection 
with  public  service  of  any  sort.  Never,  never,  sir,  will  I  put 
myself  under  the  necessity  of  calling  upon  God  to  witness  my 
promise  to  support  a  constitution,  any  part  of  which  I  consider  to 
be  inconsistent  ¥rith  his  commands. 

*'  But  it  is  a  libel  upon  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States — 
and,  what  is  worg(e,  sir,  it  is  a  libel  upon  the  great  and  good  men 
who  framed,  adopted,  and  ratified  it ;  it  is  a  libel  upon  Washing- 
ton and  Franklin,  and  Hamilton  and  Madison,  upon  John  Adams, 
and  John  Jay,  and  Bufus  King ;  it  is  a  libel  upon  them  all,  and 
upon  the  whole  American  people  of  1789,  who  sustained  them  in 
their  noble  work,  and  upon  all  who,  from  that  time  to  this,  gen- 
eration after  generation,  in  any  capacity, — ^national,  municipal,  or 
state, — have  lifted  their  hands  to  heaven  in  attestation  of  their 
allegiance  to  the  government  of  their  country  ; — it  is  a  gross  libel 
upon  every  one  of  them,  to  assert  or  insinuate  that  there  is  any 
each  inconsistency !  Let  us  not  do  such  dishonor  to  the  fathers 
of  the  Bepublic  and  the  framers  of  the  Constitution." 

Mr.  Ashman,  of  Massachusetts,  after  reciting  the  clause  in  the 
Ck>nstitation  which  demands  the  restoration  of  .fugitive  slaves, 
proceeds  as  follows :  ^^  This  reads  very  plainly,  and  admits  of  no 
doubt  but  that,  so  far  as  fugitive  slaves  are  concerned,  the  Consti- 
tution fully  recognizes  the  right  to  reclaim  them  from  within  the 
limits  of  the  ft^e  States.  It  is  the  Constitution  which  we  have 
all  sworn  to  support,  and  which  I  hope  we  all  mean  to  support ; 
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and  I  have  no  mental  reservation  excluding  any  of  its  clause 
from  the  sanction  of  that  oath.  It  is  too  late  now  to  complai 
that  such  a  provision  is  there.  Our  fathers,  who  formed  tk 
entire  instrnment,  placed  it  there,  and  left  it  to  us  as  an  inheri 
ance ;  and  nothing  but  an  amendment  of  the  Constitution,  or 
violation  of  our  oaths,  can  tear  it  out.  And,  however  much  in 
may  abhor  slavery,  there  is  no  way  for  honorable,  honest — Da^ 
conscientious — men,  who  desire  to  live  under  our  laws  and  ot 
Constitution,  but  to  abide  by  it  in  its  spirit." 

In  like  manner,  the  Hon.  S.  A.  Douglas,  of  Illinois,  dcclaree 
"All  I  have  to  say  on  that  subject  is  this,  that  the  Constitutio 
provides  that  a  fugitive  from  service  in  one  State,  escaping  inl 
another,  '  shall  be  delivered  up.'  The  Constitution  also  provide 
that  no  man  shall  be  a  Senator  unless  he  takes  an  oath  to  suppo: 
the  Constitution.  Then,  I  ask,  how  does  a  man  acquire  a  rigl 
on  this  floor  to  speak,  except  by  taking  an  oath  to  support  an 
sustain  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  ?  And  when  1: 
takes  that  oath,  I  do  not  understand  that  he  has  a  right  to  have 
mental  reservation,  or  entertain  any  secret  equivocation  that  1: 
excepts  that  clause  wliich  relates  to  the  surrender  of  fugitive 
from  service.  I  know  not  how  a  man  reconciles  it  to  his  coi 
science  to  take  that  oath  to  support  the  Constitution,  when  1 
believes  that  Constitution  is  in  violation  of  the  law  of  God.  ] 
a  man  thus  believes,  and  takes  the  oath,  he  commits  perfidy  1 
his  God  in  order  that  he  may  enjoy  the  temporary  honors  of 
seat  upon  this  floor.  In  this  point  of  view,  it  is  simply  a  quei 
tion  of  whether  Senators  will  be  true  to  their  oaths  and  true  I 
the  Constitution  under  which  we  live." 

§  II.  The  attdch  of  Mr,  Sumner  on  the  Constitution  of  h 
country. 

If  we  have  not  noticed  the  arguments  of  Mr.  Chase,  of  Ohi< 
it  is  because  they  are  reproduced  in  the  celebrated  speech  of  M 
Sumner,  and  because  he  has  so  fully  indorsed  the  history  ai 
logic  of  this  speech  as  to  make  it  his  own.  Hence,  in  replyio 
to  the  one  of  these  Senators,  we  at  the  same  time  virtually  repl 
to  the  other. 

We  select  the  speech  of  Mr.  Sumner  for  examination,  because 
is  generally  considered  the  more  powerful  of  the  two.  It  is,  indee< 
the  most  elaborate  speech  ever  made  in  the  Senate  of  the  Unite 
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States,  or  elsewhere,  on  the  subject  of  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law. 
Even  Mr.  Weller  found  it "  so  handsomely  embellished  with  poetry, 
both  Latin  and  English,  so  full  of  classical  allusions  and  rhetorical 
flourishes,''  as  to  make  it  more  palatable  than  he  supposed  an 
abolition  speech  could  possibly  be  made.  As  to  the  abolitionists 
themselves,  they  seem  to  know  no  bounds  in  their  enthusiastic 
admiration  of  this  sublime  effort  of  their  champion.  We  should 
not  wonder,  indeed,  if  many  a  female  reformer  had  gone  into 
hysterics  over  an  oration  which  has  received  such  violent  bursts 
of  applause  from  grave  and  dignified  Senators.  "By  this  effort," 
Bays  Mr.  Hale,  he  has  placed  "  himself  side  by  side  with  the  first 
orators  of  antiquity,  and  as  far  ahead  of  any  living  American 
orator  as  freedom  is  ahead  of  slavery.  I  believie  that  he  has 
formed  to-day  a  new  era  in  the  history  of  the  politics  and  of  the 
eloquence  of  the  country ;  and  that  in  fiiture  generations  the 
young  men  of  this  nation  will  be  stimulated  to  effort  by  the 
record  of  what  an  American  Senator  has  this  day  done,"  etc. 

We  have  no  doubt  that  young  men  may  attempt  to  imitate  the 
Speech  in  question ;  but,  as  they  grow  older,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
tbeir  taste  will  improve.  The  speech  in  question  will  make  a 
*'newera"in  the  tactics  of  abolitionism,  and  that  is  all.  We 
Bliall  see  this  when  we  come  to  examine  this  wonderful  oration, 
"^rhich  so  completely  ravished  three  Senators^  and  called  forth 
such  wild  shouts  of  applause  from  the  whole  empire  of  aboli- 
tdonism. 

Mr.  Chase  seems  almost  equally  delighted  with  this  marvellous 
effort.  "  I  avow  my  conviction,  now  and  here,"  says  he,  "  that, 
logically  and  historically,  his  argument  is  impregnable — entirely 

impregnable." "In  my  judgment,"  he  continues,  "the 

©peech  of  ray  friend  from  Massachusetts  will  make  a  new  era  in 
American  history."    Indeed,  Mr.  Sumner  himself  does  not  seem 
altogether  dissatisfied  with  this  effort,  if  we  may  judge  from  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  referred  to  in  his  other  speeches.     We  do 
not  blame  him  for  this.     We  can  see  no  reason  why  he  should  bo 
the  only  abolitionist  in  the  universe  who  is  not  enraptured  with 
his  oration.     But  when  he  so  "fearlessly  asserts"  that  his  speech 
"  has  never  been  answered,"  we  beg  leave  to  assure  him  that  it 
may  be  refuted  with  the  most  perfect  ease.     For,  indeed,  its  his- 
tory is  half  fiction,  and  its  logic  wholly  false :  the  first  containing 
just  enough  of  truth  to  deceive,  and  the  last  just  enough  of  plan- 


424  LIBERTY    AND    SLAVERY. 

sibility  to  convince  those  who  are  waiting,  and  watching,  and 
longing  to  be  convinced. 

The  first  thing  which  strikes  the  mind,  on  reading  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Sumner,  is  the  strange  logical  incoherency  of  its  structure. 
Its  parts  are  so  loosely  hung  together,  and  appear  so  distressingly 
disjointed,  that  one  is  frequently  at  a  loss  to  perceive  the  design 
of  the  oration.  Its  avowed  object  is  to  procure  a  repeal  of  the 
Fugitive  Slave  Law  of  1850 ;  but  no  one  would  ever  imagine  or 
suspect  such  a  thing  from  the  title  of  the  speech,  which  is  as  fol- 
lows: "Freedom,  national;  Slavery,  sectional."  It  is  difficult, 
at  first,  view,  to  perceive  what  logical  connection  this  title,  or  pro- 
position, has  with  the  repeal  of  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  But  if 
there  be  little  or  no  logical  connection  between  these  things,  we 
shall  soon  see  how  the  choice  of  such  a  title  and  topic  of  discourse 
opens  the  way  for  the  rhetorician  to  make  a  most  powerful  appeal 
to  the  passions  and  to  the  prejudices  of  his  readers.  We  say,  of 
his  readers,  because  it  is  evident  that  the  speech  was  made  for 
Buncombe,  and  not  for  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Sumner  deems  it  necessary  to  refute  the  position  that  sla- 
very is  a  national  institution,  in  order  to  set  the  world  right  with 
respect  to  the  relations  of  the  Federal  Government  to  slavery. 
"The  relations  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,"  says 
he, — "I  speak  of  the  National  Government — to  slavery,  though 
plain  and  obvious^  are  constantly  misunderstood.^^  Indeed, 
nothing  in  history  seems  more  remarkable  than  the  amount  of 
ignorance  and  stupidity  which  prevailed  in  the  world  before  the 
appearance  of  the  abolitionists,  except  the  wonderful  illuminations 
which  accompanied  their  advent.  "A  popular  belief  at  this 
moment,"  continues  Mr.  Sumner,  "makes  slavery  a  national 
institution,  and,  of  course,  rendere  its  support  a  national  duty. 
The  extravagance  of  this  error  can  hardly  be  surpassed."  In 
truth,  it  is  so  exceedingly  extravagant,  that  we  doubt  if  it  really 
exists.  It  is  certain,  that  we  have  no  acquaintance,  either  histor- 
ically or  personally,  with  those  who  have  fallen  into  so  wild  an 
absurdity. 

It  is  true,  there  is  "a  popular  belief" — nay,  there  is  a  deep- 
rooted  national  conviction — that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  bound  to  protect  the  institution  of  slavery,  in  so  far  as 
this  may  be  done  by  the  passage  of  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  This 
national  conviction  has  spoken  out  in  the  laws  of  Oongress ;  it 
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been  ratified  and  confirmed  by  the  judicial  opinion  of  the 
Supreme  Conrt  of  the  United  States,  as  well  as  by  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Courts  of  the  three  great  non-slayeholding  States 
of  Massachusetts,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania.  But  no  one,  so 
fisu*  as  we  know,  has  ever  deduced  this  obligation  to  protect  slav- 
ery, in  this  respect,  from  the  absurd  notion  that  '4t  is  a  national 
institution."  No  such  deduction  is  to  be  found  in  any  of  the 
arguments  of  counsel  before  the  courts  above-mentioned,  nor  in 
the  opinions  of  the  courts  themselves.  We  shrewdly  suspect  that 
it  is  to  be  found  nowhere  except  in  the  fertile  imagination  of  Mr. 
Somner. 

We  concede  that  slavery  is  not  "  a  national  institution."    In 

combating  this  position,  Mr.  Sumner  is  merely  beating  the  air. 

We  know  that  slavery  is  not  national ;  it  is  local,  being  confined 

to  certain  States,  and  exclusively  established  by  local  or  State 

lavFS.    Hence,  Mr.  Sumner  may  fire  off  as  much  splendid  rhetoric 

as   he  pleases  at  his  men  of  straw.     ^^ Slavery  national!"  he 

indignantly  exclaims:  ^^Sir,  this  is  all  a  mistake  and  absurdity, 

fit  to  take  a  place  in  some  new  collection  of  *  Vulgar  Errors '  by 

Some  other  Sir  Thomas  Browne,  with  the  ancient  but  exploded 

Btories  that  the  toad  has  a  stone  in  its  head  and  that  ostriches 

digest  iron."    These  may  be  very  fine  embellishments ;  they  cer- 

t:ainiy  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  point  in  controversy.     The 

Question  is  not  whether  slavery  is  a  national  institution,  but 

Mrhetber  the  National  Government  does  not  recognize  slavery  as 

&  local  institution,  and  is  not  pledged  to  protect  the  master's  right 

to  reclaim  the  fugitive  from  his  service.     This  is  the  question, 

^nd  by  its  relevancy  to  this  question  the  rhetoric  of  Mr.  Sumner 

xxin^  be  tried. 

We  do  not  say  it  has  no  such  relevancy.  Mr.  Sumner  beats 
tbe  air,  it  is  true,  but  he  does  not  beat  the  air  in  vain.  His 
declamation  may  have  no  logical  bearing  on  the  point  in  dispute, 
l:>ut,  if  you  watch  it  closely,  you  will  always  find  that  it  is  most 
^!killAilly  adapted  to  briug  the  prejudices  and  passions  of  the 
deader  to  bear  on  that  point.  Though  be  may  not  be  much  of  a 
logician,  yet,  it  must  be  admitted,  he  is  "skillful  of  fence."  We 
e-liould  do  him  great  injustice  as  an  antagonist,  at  least  before  the 
ibunal  of  human  passion,  if  we  should  suppose  that  it  is  merely 
the  abstract  glory  of  setting  up  a  man  of  straw,  and  then 
kxocking  it  down,  that  he  has  mustered  all  the  powers  of  his 
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logic  and  unfurled  all  the  Bplendors  of  his  rhetoric.  He  has  a 
design  in  all  this,  which  we  shall  now  proceed  to  expose. 

Here  are  two  distinct  questions.  First,  Is  slavery  a  national 
institution  ?  Secondly,  Has  Congress  the  power  to  pass  a  Fugi- 
tive Slave  Law  ?  These  two  questions  are,  we  repeat,  perfectly 
distinct ;  and  hence,  if  Mr.  Sumner  wished  to  discuss  them  fiurly 
and  honestly,  he  should  have  argued  each  one  by  itself.  We 
agree  with  him  in  regard  to  the  first ;  we  dissent  toto  codo  from 
him  in  regard  to  the  last.  But  he  has  not  chosen  to  keep  them 
separate,  or  to  discuss  each  one  by  itself.  On  the  contrary,  he 
has,  as  we  have  seen,  connected  them  together  as  premiss  and 
conclusion,  and  he  keeps  them  together  through  the  first  portion 
of  his  speech.  Most  assuredly  Mr.  Sumner  knows  that  one  of  the 
very  best  ways  in  the  world  to  cause  a  truth  or  proposition  to  be 
rejected  is  to  bind  it  up  with  a  manifest  error  or  absurdity.  Yet 
the  proposition  for  which  we  contend — that  Congress  has  the 
power  to  support  slavery  by  the  passage  of  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law 
— ^is  bound  up  by  him  with  the  monstrous  absurdity  that  "  slavery 
is  a  national  institution  ; "  and  both  are  denounced  together  as  if 
both  were  equally  absurd.  One  instance,  out  of  many,  of  this 
unfair  mode  of  proceeding,  wo  shall  now  lay  before  our  readers. 

"The  Constitution  contains  no  power,"  says  he,  "to  make  a 
king  or  to  support  kingly  rule.  With  similar  reason  it  may  be 
said  that  it  contains  no  power  to  make  a  slave,  or  to  support  a 
system  of  slavery.  The  absence  of  all  such  power  is  hardly  more 
clear  in  one  case  than  in  the  other.  But,  if  there  be  no  such 
power,  all  national  legislation  upholding  slavery  must  be  uncon- 
stitutional and  void." 

Thus  covertly,  and  in  company  with  the  supposed  power  of  Con- 
gress to  make  slaves  or  to  institute  slavery,  Mr.  Sumner  denounces 
the  power  of  Congress  to  enact  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law  1  He  not 
only  denounces  it,  but  treats  it  as  absurd  in  the  extreme ;  just  as 
absurd,  indeed,  as  it  would  be  to  assert  that  Congress  bad  power 
"to  support  kingly  rule  1 "  We  can  listen  to  the  arguments  of 
Mr.  Sumner ;  but  we  cannot  accept  his  mere  opinion  as  authority 
that  the  power  of  Congress  to  enact  such  a  law  is  so  glaringly 
unconstitutional,  is  so  mon8ti*ously  absurd ;  for,  however  passion- 
ately that  opinion  may  be  declaimed,  we  cannot  forget  that  a 
Fugitive  Slave  Law  was  passed  by  the  Congress  of  1793,  received 
the  signature  of  George  Washington,  and,  finally,  the  judicial 


THE   FUGITIVE    SLAVE   LAW.  427 

Banction  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.    Mr.  Sum- 
ner is  but  a  man. 

This  advantage  of  mining  up  with  a  glaring  falsehood  the  idea 
he  wishes  to  be  rejected  is  not  the  only  one  which  Mr.  Sumner 
derives  from  his  man  of  straw.  By  combating  the  position — 
"the  popular  belief,"  as  he  calls  it — ^that  "slavery  is  a  national 
institution,"  he  lays  open  a  wide  field  for  his  peculiar  powers  of 
declamation.  He  calls  up  all  the  fathers — North  and  South — to 
bear  witness  against  slavery,  in  order  to  show  that  it  is  not  a 
national  institution.  He  quotes  colleges,  and  churches,  and 
patriots,  against  slavery.  Not  content  with  this,  he  pours  down 
furious  invectives  of  his  own,  with  a  view  to  render  slavery  as 
odious  as  possible.  But,  since  the  simple  question  is,  Wkat  aaith 
the  Constitution — why  this  fierce  crusade  against  slavery?  In 
deciding  this  very  question,  namely,  the  constitutionality  of  the 
Fugitive  Slave  Law  of  1793,  a  high  judicial  authority  has  said 
that  "  the  abstract  proposition  of  the  justice  or  injustice  of  slavery 
is  wholly  irrelevant  here,  and,  I  apprehend,  ought  not  to  have  the 
slightest  infiuence  upon  any  member  of  this  court."* 

It  ought  not  to  have — and  it  did  not  have — the  slightest  influ- 
ence on  the  highest  judicial  tribunal  of  New  York,  in  which  the 
above  opinion  was  delivered.   Much  as  the  author  of  that  opinion 
(Mr.  Senator  Bishop)  abhorred  slavery,  he  did  not  permit  such 
an  influence  to  reach  his  judgment.    It  would  have  contaminated 
his  judicial  integrity.     But  although  before  a  judicial  tribunal, 
about  to  decide  on  the  constitutionality  of  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law, 
the  abstract  proposition  of  the  justice  or  injustice  of  slavery  is 
oat  of  place,  yet  at  the  bar  of  passion  and  prejudice  it  is  well 
calculated,  as  Mr.  Sumner  must  know,  to  exert  a  tremendous 
influence.    Hence,  if  he  can  only  get  up  the  horror  of  his  readers 
against  slavery  before  he  comes  to  the  real  question,  namely,  the 
constitutionality  of  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law,  he  knows  that  his 
victory  will  be  more  than  half  gained.     But  we  admonish  him 
that  passion  and  prejudice  can  only  give  a  temporary  6clat  to  his 
argument. 

So  much  for  the  unfairness  of  Mr.  Sumner.  If  we  should 
i^otice  all  such  instances  of  artful  design  in  his  speech,  we 
should   have  no  space  for  his  logic.    To  this  we  would  now 

*  XIV.  Wendell's  Beports,  Jack  v.  Martin. 


428  LIBERTY    AND    SLAVERY. 

invite  the  attention  of  the  reader,  in  order  to  see  if  it  be  really 
"impregnable." 

As  we  have  already  intimated,  Mr.  Sumner  does  not,  like  Mr. 
Seward,  openly  denounce  the  Constitution  of  his  country.  On  the 
contrary,  he  professes  the  most  profound  respect  for  every  part  rf 
that  instrument,  not  even  excepting  the  clause  which  demands 
the  restoration  of  the  fugitive  from  labor.  But  an  examination 
of  his  argument,  both  historical  and  logical^  will  enable  us,  we 
trust,  to  estimate  this  profession  at  its  real  intrinsic  worth. 

We  shall  begin  with  his  argument  from  history.  In  the  exam- 
ination of  this  argument,  we  beg  to  excuse  ourselves  from  any 
further  notice  of  all  that  vast  array  of  historical  proofs  to  show 
that  "freedom  is  national  and  slavery  sectional."*  We  shall 
consider  those  proofs  alone  which  relate  to  the  reat  point  in  con- 
troversy, namely.  Has  Congress  the  power  to  pass  a  Fugitive 
Slave  Law } 

Mr.  Sumner  argues,  from  the  well-known  sentiments  of  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  with  respect  to  slavery,  that  they 
intended  to  confer  no  such  power  on  Congress.  Thus,  after 
quoting  the  sentiments  of  Gouverneur  Morris,  of  Elbridge  Gerry, 
of  Boger  Sherman,  and  James  Madison,  he  adds:  "In  the  face 
of  these  unequivocal  statements,  it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that  they 
consented  unanimously  to  any  provision  by  which  the  National 
Government,  the  work  of  their  own  hands,  could  be  made  the 
most  offensive  instrument  of  slavery."  Such  is  the  historical 
argument  of  Mr.  Sumner.     Let  us  see  what  it  is  worth. 

Elbridge  Gerry  had  said  :  "  We  ought  to  be  careful  not  to  give 

*  In  asserting  that  freedom  is  national,  Mr.  Sumner  may  perhaps  mean  that 
i(  ia  the  duty  of  the  National  Government  to  exclude  slavery  from  all  its  terri- 
tories, and  to  admit  no  new  State  in  whieh  there  are  slaves.  If  this  be  his 
meaning,  we  should  reply,  that  it  is  as  foreign  from  the  merits  of  the  Fugitive 
Slave  Law,  which  he  proposed  to  discuss,  as  it  is  from  the  truth.  The  National 
GK>vemmeDt  has,  indeed,  no  more  power  to.exclude,  than  it  has  to  ordain,  sla- 
very ;  for  slavery  or  no  slavery  is  a  question  which  belongs  wholly  and  exdu- 
sively  to  the  sovereign  people  of  each  and  every  State  or  territory.  With  our 
whole  hearts  we  respond  to  the  inspiring  word^  of  the  President's  Message : 
"  If  the  friends  of  the  Constitution  are  to  have  another  struggle,  its  enemies 
oould  not  present  a  more  acceptable  issue  than  that  of  a  State,  whose  Constitu- 
tion clearly  embraces  a  republican  form  of  government,  being  excluded  from  the 
Union  because  its  domestic  institutions  may  not,  in  all  respects,  comport  with 
the  ideas  of  what  is  wise  and  expedient  entertained  in  some  other  State." 
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any  sanction  to  slavery  ;^^ — Slanguage  repeatedly  quoted,  and 
underscored  as  above,  by  Mr.  Sumner.  It  is  absurd,  he  concludes, 
to  suppose  that  a  man  who  could  use  such  language  had  the  least 
intention  to  confer  a  power  on. Congress  to  support  slavery  by  the 
passage  of  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  This  is  one  branch  of  his  his- 
torical argument.  It  may  appear  perfectly  conclusive  to  Mr. 
Sumn^,  and  '^  entirely  impregnable "  to  Mr.  Chase ;  but,  after 
all,  it  is  not  quite  so  invulnerable  as  they  imagine.  Mr.  Sumner 
stopped  his  historical  researches  at  a  most  convenient  point  for 
his  argument.  U  he  had  only  read  a  little  further,  he  would  have 
discovered  that  this  same  identical  Elbridge  Gerry  was  in  the 
Congress  of  1793,  and  voted  fob  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  then 
passed ! 

It  fares  no  better  with  the  historical  argument  to  prove  the 
opinion  or  intention  of  Soger  Sherman.  He  had  declared,  it  is 
true,  that  he  was  opposed  to  any  clause  in  the  Constitution 
"acknowledging  men  to  be  property."  But  we  should  not,  with 
Mr.  Sumner,  infer  from  this  that  he  never  intended  that  Congress 
should  possess  a  power  to  legislate  in  reference  to  slavery.  For, 
unfortunately  for  such  a  conclusion,  however  confidently  it  may 
be  drawn,  or  however  dogmatically  asserted.  Soger  Sherman  him- 
self was  in  the  Senate  of  1793,  and  was  actually  on  the  committee 
which  reported  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  of  that  session  !  Thus, 
although  the  premiss  of  Mr.  Sumner's  argument  is  a  historical 
fiict,  yet  its  conclusion  comes  directly  into  conjQdct  with  another 
historical  fact  I  * 

We  cannot,  in  the  same  way,  refute  the  argument  from  the  lan- 
guage of  Gouvemeur  Morris,  who  said  "  that  he  never  would  con- 
cur in  upholding  domestic  slavery,"  because  he  was  not  in  the 
Congress  of  1793.  But  Sobert  Morris  was  there,  and,  although 
he  helped  to  frame  the  Constitution  in  1787,  he  uttered  not  a  syl- 
lable against  the  constitutionality  of  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  In- 
deed, this  law  passed  the  Senate  by  resolution  simply,  the  yeas 
and  nays  not  Tiaving  been  called  for  ! 

The  words  of  Mr.  Madison,  who  "  thought  it  wrong  to  admit  in 
the  Constitution  the  idea  that  there  could  be  property  in  man," 
are  four  or  five  times  quoted  in  Mr.  Sumner's  speech.  As  we 
have  already  seen,^  there  cannot  be,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the 

•^■^  ^    -        ,,  . .  ■_        .  -^■■■■■■111 
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tenns,  "  property  in  man ;"  for  the  soul  is  the  man,  and  no  one, 
except  God,  can  own  the  soul.  Hence  Mr.  Madison  acted  wisely, 
we  think,  in  wishing  to  exclude  such  an  expression  from  the  Con- 
stitution, inasmuch  as  it  would  have  been  misunderstood  by 
Northern  men,  and  only  shocked  their  feelings  without  answering 
any  good  purpose. 

When  we  say  that  slaves  are  property,  we  merely  mean  that 
their  masters  have  a  right  to  their  service  or  labor.  This  idea  -is 
recognized  in  the  Constitution,  and  this  right  is  secured.  We  ask 
no  more.  As  Mr.  Madison,  and  the  whole  South,  had  the  ihinffy 
he  did  not  care  to  wrangle  about  the  name.  We  are  told,  again 
and  again,  that  the  word  slave  does  not  appear  in  the  Constitu- 
tion. Be  it  so.  We  care  not,  since  our  slaves  are  there  recog- 
nized as  "  persons  held  to  service"  by  those  to  wtilim  "  such  ser- 
vice is  due."  It  is  repeated  without  end  that  the  "  Constitution 
acts  on  slaves  aspersonSy  and  not  as  property."  Oranted ;  and  if 
Northern  men  will,  according  to  the  mandate  of  the  Constitution, 
only  deliver  up  our  ftigitive  servants,  we  care  not  whether  they  re- 
store them  as  persons  or  as  property.  If  we  may  only  reclaim 
them  as  persons,  and  regain  their  service,  we  are  perfectly  satis- 
fied.   We  utterly  despise  all  such  verbal  quibbling. 

Mr.  Madison  was  above  it.  He  acted  wisely,  we  repeat,  in  re- 
fusing to  shock  the  mind  of  any  one,  by  insisting  upon  a  mere 
word,  and  upon  a  word,  too,  which  might  not  have  conveyed  a 
correct  idea  of  his  own  views.  But  that  Mr.  Madison  could,  as 
lie  undersood  the  terms,  regard  slaves  as  property,  we  have  the 
most  incontestable  evidence.  For  in  the  Convention  of  Virginia, 
called  to  ratify  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  he  said, 
*'  Another  clause  secures  us  that  property  which  we  now  possess. 
At  present,  if  any  slave  elopes  to  any  of  those  States  where  slaves 
are  free,  he  becomes  emancipated  by  their  laws,  for  the  laws  of 
the  States  are  uncharitable  to  one  another  in  this  respect."  He 
then  quotes  the  provision  from  the  Constitution  relative  to  fugi- 
tives from  labor,  and  adds:  ^^This  clause  was  expressly  inserted 
to  enable  owners  of  slaves  to  reclaim  them."  So  much  for  Mr. 
Sumner's  main  argument  from  the  language  of  the  members  of  the 
Convention  of  1787. 

Arguing  from  the  sentiments  of  that  convention  with  respect  to 
slavery,  he  concludes  that  nothing  could  have  been  ftirther  from 
their  intentions  than  to  confer  upon  Congress  the  power  to  pass  a 
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xiniform  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  He  boldly  asserts,  that  if  a  propo- 
eition  to  confer  such  a  power  upon  Congress  had  "been  distinctly 
made  it  would  have  been  distinctly  denied."  "  But  no  person  in 
the  convention,"  he  says,  "  not  one  of  the  reckless  partisans  of 
slavery^  was  so  audacious  as  to  make  the  preposition.^^  Now  we 
fihall  show  that  the  above  statement  of  his  is  diametrically  op- 
posed to  the  truth.  We  shall  show  that  the  members  of  the  con- 
tention in  question  were  perfectly  willing  to  confer  such  a  power 
upon  Congress. 

The  reason  why  they  were  so  is  obvious  to  any  one  who  has  a 
real  knowledge  of  the  times  about  whose  history  Mr.  Sumner  so 
confidently  declaims.  This  reason  is  well  stated  in  the  language 
of  the  Chancellor  of  New  York  whom  we  have  already  quoted. 
*^The  provision,"  says  he,  "as  to  persons  escaping  from  servitude 
in  one  State  into  another,  appears  by  their  journal  to  have  been 
adopted  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  convention.  At  that  time  the 
existence  of  involuntary  servitude,  or  the  relation  of  master  and 
servant,  was  known  to  and  recognized  by  the  laws  of  every  State 
in  the  Union  except  Massachusetts,  and  the  legal  right  of  recap- 
tion by  the  master  existed  in  all^  as  a  part  of  the  customaby  or 
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shocking  the  convention,  a  clause  recognizing  such  right  would 
have  been  merely  declaratory  of  the  "dustomary  or  common  law," 
which  then  universally  prevailed.  The  "history  of  the  times" 
confirms  this  view,  and  furnishes  no  evidence  against  it. 

Mr.  Sumner  tries  to  make  a  difierent  impression.  He  lays 
great  stress  on  the  fact  that  it  was  not  until  late  in  the  convention 
that  the  first  clause  relative  to  the  surrender  of  ftigitive  slaves  was 
introduced.  But  this  fact  agrees  more  perfectly  witli  our  view 
than  with  his.  There  was  no  haste  about  the  introduction  of  such 
a  provision,  because  it  was  well  known  that,  whenever  it  should 
be  introduced,  it  would  pass  in  the  affirmative  without  difficulty. 
And,  in  fact,  when  it  was  introduced,  it  "was  unanimously 
ADOPTED."    This  single  fact  speaks  volumes. 

Let  us  now  attend,  for  a  moment,  to  Mr.  Sumner's  historical 
proofs.  He  quotes  the  following  passage  from  the  Madison 
Papers : — "Gen.  (Charles  Cotes  worth)  Pinckney  was  not  satisfied 
with  it.  He  seemed  to  wish  some  provision  should  be  included 
in  favor  of  property  in  slaves."  "  But,"  by  way  of  comment,  Mr. 
Sumner  adds,  "he  made  no  proposition.    Unwilling  to  shock  the 
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conyention,  and  uncertain  in  liis  own  mind,  he  only  seemed  to 
wish  such  a  provision."  Now,  a  bare  abstract  proposition  to  rec- 
ognize property  in  men  is  one  thing,  and  a  clause  to  secure  the 
return  of  fugitive  slaves  is  quite  another.  The  first,  it  is  probable, 
would  have  been  rejected  by  the  convention ;  the  last  was  actually 
and  unanimously  adopted  by  it. 

Mr.  Sumner's  next  proof  is  decidedly  against  him.  Here  it  is. 
"  Mr.  Butler  and  Mr.  Charles  Pinckney,  both  from  South  Carolina, 
now  moved  openly  to  require  '  fugitive  slaves  and  servants  to  be 
delivered  up  like  criminals.' Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, at  once  objected :  *  This  would  oblige  the  executive  of  the 
State  to  do  it  at  the  public  expense.'  Mr.  Sherman,  of  Connec- 
ticut, saw  no  more  propriety  in  the  public  seizing  and  surrender- 
ing a  slave  or  servant  than  a  horse  I  Under  the  pressure  of  these 
objections  the  ofiensive  proposition  was  quietly  withdrawn." 

Now  mark  the  character  of  these  objections.  It  is  objected,  not 
that  it  is  wrong  to  deliver  up  fugitive  slaves,  but  only  that  they 
should  not  be  ^^  delivered  up  like  criminals ;"  that  is,  by  a  demand 
on  the  executive  of  the  State  to  which  they  may  have  fled.  And  this 
objection  is  based  on  the  ground  that  such  a  requisition  would  oblige 
the  public  to  deliver  them  up  at  its  own  expense.  Mr.  Sherman 
insists,  not  that  it  is  wrong  to  surrendef  fugitive  slaves  or  fugitive 
horses,  but  only  that  the  executive,  or  public,  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  surrender  them.  Surely,  if  these  gentlemen  had  been  so 
violently  opposed  to  the  restoration  of  fugitive  slaves,  here  was  a  fiur 
occasion  for  them  to  speak  out ;  and  as  honest,  outspoken  men  they 
would,  no  doubt,  have  made  their  sentiments  known.  But  there  is, 
in  fact,  not  a  syllable  of  such  a  sentiment  uttered.  There  is  not 
the  slightest  symptom  of  the  existence  of  any  such  feeling  in  their 
minds.  *  If  any  such  existed,  we  must  insist  that  Mr.  Sumner 
has  discovered  it  by  instinct,  and  not  by  his  researches  in  histoiy. 

The  statement  that  ^^  under  the  pressure  of  these  objections 
the  offensive  propositon  was  quietly  withdrawn  "  is  not  true.  It 
'  was  not  quietly  withdrawn ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  withdrawn 
with  the  assurance  that  it  would  be  again  introduced.  ^'Mr. 
Butler  withdrew  his  proposition,"  says  Mr.  Madison,  "  in  order 
that  some  particular  provision  might  he  made^  apart  from  this 
article."*    Accordingly,  the  very  next  day  he  introduced  a  pro- 

*  Madiflon  Papen^.p.  1448. 
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vision,  which,  as  Mr.  Madison  declares,  ^^  was  expressly  inserted 
to  enat)le  owners  of  slaves  to  reclaim  them." 

Thede  glosses  of  Mr.  Smnner  on  the  history  of  the  times  will 
appear  important,  if  we  view  them  in  connection  with  his  design. 
This  design  is  to  bring  into  doubt  the  idea  that  slaves  are  em- 
braced in  the  clause  of  the  Constitution  which  requires  fugitives 
from  service  or  labor  to  be  delivered  up.  We  should  not  suspect 
this  design  from  the  hints  here  thrown  out,  if  it  were  not  after- 
ward more  fully  disclosed.  "On  the  next  day,"  says  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, "August  29th,  profiting  by  the  suggestions  already  made, 
Mr.  Butler  moved  a  proposition,  substantially  like  that  now  found 
in  the  Constitution,  not  directly  for  the  surrender  of  ^fugitive 
slaves^  as  originally  proposed,  but  as  '  fugitives  from  service  or 
labor,'  which,  without  debate  or  opposition  of  any  kind,  was 
unanimously  adopted."  "Was  it  then  unanimously  adopted  be- 
cause it  was  a  clause  for  the  surrender  of  "  fugitives  from  service 
or  labor  "  only,  and  not  for  the  surrender  of  fugitive  slaves  ? 

Such  appears  to  be  the  insinuation  of  Mr.  Sumner.  Be  this  as 
it  may,  it  is  certain  that  he  has  afterward  said  that  it  may  be  ques- 
tioned whether  "the  language  employed"  in  this  clause  "can  be 
judicially  regarded  as  justly  applicable  to  fugitive  slaves,  which  is 
often  and  earnestly  denied.^^ . . . .  "  Still  further^^^  he  says,  in 
Italics,  ^^to  the  courts  of  each  State  micst  belong  the  determina- 
tion of  the  question^  to  ichich  class  of  persons^  according  to  just 
rules  of  interpretation^  the  phrase  ^persons  held  to  service  or 
labor^  is  stnctly  applicable^ 

Mr.  Sumner  doubts,  then,  whether  this  provision,  after  all,  refers 
to  "fugitive  slaves."  Now,  although  he  has  said  much  in  regai*d 
to  "the  effrontery  of  the  Southern  members  of  the  convention" 
that  formed  the  Constitution,  we  may  safely  defy  him,  or  any  otlier 
man,  to  point  to  any  thing  in  their  conduct  which  approximates 
to  such  audacity.  What!  the  clause  in  question  not  designed  to 
embrace  fugitive  slaves  ?  Mr.  Butler,  even  before  he  introduced 
the  clause,  declared,  as  we  have  seen,  that  such  would  be  its  de- 
sign. It  was  so  understood  by  every  member  of  the  convention  j 
for  there  was  not  a  man  there  who  possessed  the  capacity  to  mis- 
understand so  plain  a  matter ;  and  it  has  been  so  understood  by 
every  man,  of  all  parties  and  all  factions,  from  that  day  down  to  the 
present.    Not  one  of  the  hired  advocates  who  have  been  employed, 

in  different  Sta,te8,  to  argue  against  the  constitutionality  of  the 
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Fugitive  Slave  Law,  has  ever  had  the  unblushing  efirontcry  to 
contend  that  the  clause  in  question  is  not  applicable  to  fugitive 
slaved.  Nay,  more,  until  Mr.  Sumner  appeared,  the  frantic  zeal 
of  no  abolitionist  had  ever  so  completely  besotted  his  intellect  as 
to  permit  him  to  take  such  ground.  By  Dr.  Channing,  by 
Mr.  Seward,  and  by  Mr.  Chase,  such  application  of  the  words  in 
question  is  unhesitatingly  admitted ;  and  hence  we  dismiss  Mr. 
Sumner's  discovery  with  the  contempt  it  deserves. 

But  to  return.  "The  provision,"  says  Mr.  Sumner,  "which 
showed  itself  thus  tardily,  and  was  so  slightly,  noticed  in  the  Na- 
tional Convention,  was  neglected  in  most  of  the  contemporaneous 
discussions  before  the  people."  No  wonder;  for  it  was  merely 
declaratory  of  the  "  customary  or  common  law  "  of  that  day.  "  In 
the  Conventions  of  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  and  Virginia," 
he  admits,  "it  was  commended  as  securing  important  rights, 
though  on  this  point  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion.  In  the 
Virginia  Convention,  an  eminent  character, — Mr.  George  Mason, 
— with  others,  expressly  declared  that  there  was  '  no  security  of 
property  coming  within  this  section.' " 

Now,  we  shall  not  stickle  about  the  fact  that  Mr.  Sumner  has 
not  given  the  very  words  of  Mr.  Mason,  since  he  has  given  them 
in  substance.  But  yet  ho  has  given  them  in  such  a  way,  and  in 
such  a  connection,  as  to  make  a  false  impression.  The  .words  of 
Mr.  Mason,  taken  in  their  proper  connection,  are  as  follows:  "We 
have  no  security  for  the  property  of  that  kind  (slaves)  which  we 
akeady  have.  There  is  no  clause  in  this  Constitution  to  secure 
it,ybr  they  7nay  lay  such  a  tax  as  will  amount  to  manumission^ 
This  shows  his  position,  not  as  it  is  misrepresented  by  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, but  as  it  stands  in  his  own  words.  If  slave  property  may  be 
rendered  worthless  by  the  taxation  of  Congress,  how  could  it  be 
secured  by  a  clause  which  enables  the  owner  to  reclaim  it  ?  It 
would  not  be  worth  reclaiming.  Such  was  the  argument  and  true 
position  of  Mr.  George  Mason. 

"Massachusetts,"  continues  Mr.  Sumner,  "while  exhibiting 
peculiar  sensitiveness  at  any  responsibility  for  slavery,  seemed  to 
view  it  with  unconcern."  K  Massachusetts  had  only  believed  that 
the  clause  was  intended  to  confer  on  Congress  the  power  to  pass  a 
Fugitive  Slave  Law,  into  what  flames  of  indignation  would  her  sen- 
sitiveness have  burst !  So  Mr.  Sumner  would  have  us  to  believe. 
But  let  us  listen,  for  a  moment,  to  the  sober  voice  of  history. 
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It  was  only  about  four  years  after  the  government  went  into 
operation  that  Congress  actually  exercised  the  power  in  question, 
and  passed  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  Where  was  MassachnsettB 
then  I  Did  she  burst  into  flames  of  indignation  ?  Her  only  voice, 
in  reply,  was  as  distinctly  and  as  emphatically  pronounced  in  fa- 
vor of  that  law  as  was  the  voice  of  Virginia  itself.  With  a  single 
exception,  her  whole  delegation  in  Congress,*  with  Fisher  Ames 
at  their  head,  voted  for  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  of  1793 !  Not  a 
whisper  of  disapprobation  was  -heard  from  their  constituents.  As 
Mr.  Sumner  himself  says,  the  passage  of  that  act  ^^drew  little  at- 
tention." Hence  he  would  have  us  to  believe  that  Massachusetts 
would  have  been  stirred  from  her  depths  if  the  convention  had 
conferred  such  a  power  upon  Congress,  and  yet. that  she  was  not 
moved  at  all  when  Congress  proceeded,  as  he  maintains,  to  usurp 
and  exercise  that  power ! 

This  is  not  all.  Every  member  from  the  free  States,  with  the 
exception  of  five,  recorded  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  same  law.f  In 
the  Senate,  as  we  have  already  said,  it  was  passed  by  resolution, 
and  not  by  a  recorded  vote.  No  one,  in  either  branch  of  Congress, 
uttered  a  syllable  against  the  constitutionality  of  the  law,  though 
many  of  the  most  distinguished  members  of  the  very  convention 
which  framed  the  Constitution  itself  were  there.  Not  to  mention 
others,  there  were  James  Madison,  and  Roger  Sherman,  and 
Elbridge  Gerry,  and  Eufus  King,  and  Caleb  Strong,  and  Robert 
Morris,  and  Oliver  Elsworth ;  and  yet  from  not  one  of  these  illus- 
trious framers  of  the  Constitution  was  a  syllable  uttered  against 
the  constitutionality  of  the  law  in  question.  Nay,  the  law  was 
supported  and  enacted  by  themselves.  What,  then,  in  the  face  of 
these  indubitable  facts,  becomes  of  all  Mr.  Sumner's  far-fetched 
arguments  from  "the  literature  of  the  age"  and  from  his  multitu- 
dinous voices  against  slavery?  It  is  absurd,  says  Mr.  Sumner,  to 
suppose  that  such  men  intended  to  confer  any  power  upon 
Congress  to  pass  a  Fugitive  Slave  Law.  It  is  a  fact^  we  reply, 
that  as  members  of  Congress  they  proceeded,  without  hesita- 
tion or  doubt,  to  exercise  that  very  power.  It  "dishonors  the 
memory  of  the  fathers,"  says  Mr.  Sumner,  to  suppose  they  in- 
tended that  Congress  should  possess  such  a  power.    How,  then, 


*  One  member  seems  to  have  been  absent  from  the  House, 
t  Annals  of  Congress ;  2d  Congress,  1791-1793,  p.  861. 
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will  he  vindicate  the  memory  of  the  fathers  against  the  imputation 
of  his  own  doctrine  that  they,  as  members  of  Congress,  must  have 
knowingly  usurped  the  power  which,  as  members  of  the  conven- 
tion, they  had  intended  not  to  confer  ? 

One  more  of  Mr.  Sumner's  historical  arguments,  and  we  are 
done  with  this  branch  of  the  subject.  He  deems  it  the  most  con- 
clusive of  all.  It  is  founded  on  the  arrangement  of  certain  clauses 
of  the  Constitution,  and  is,  we  believe,  perfectly  original.  We 
must  refer  the  reader  to  the  speech  itself  if  he  desire  to  see  this 
very  curious  argument,  since  we  cannot  spare  the  room  to  give  it 
a  fiill  and  fair  statement. 

Nor  is  this  at  all  necessary  to  our  purpose,  inasmuch  as  we  in- 
tend to  notice  only  one  thing  about  this  argument,  namely,  the 
wonderful  effect  it  produces  on  the  mind  of  its^  inventor.  "The 
framers  of  the  Constitution,"  says  he,  "were  wise  and  careful 
men,  who  had  a  reason  for  what  they  did,  and  who  understood 
the  language  which  they  employed."  We  can  readily  believe  all 
this.  Nor  can  we  doubt  that  they  "had  a  design  in  the  peculiar 
arrangement"  of  the  clauses  adopted  by  them.  That  design, 
however,  we  feel  quite  sure,  is  different  from  the  one  attributed  to 
them  by  Mr.  Sumner.  But  let  us  suppose  he  is  right,  and  then 
see  what  would  follow. 

The  design  attributed  to  them  by  Mr.  Sumner  was  to  make 
every  one  see,  beyond  the  possibility  of  a  mistake,  that  the  Con- 
stitution confers  no  power  on  Congress  to  pass  a  Fugitive  Slave 
Law.  "  They  not  only  decline  all  addition  of  any  such  power  to  the 
compact,"  says  he,  "  but,  to  render  misapprehension  hnpoB»ible^ 
— to  make  assurance  doubly  sure^ — to  exclude  any  contrary  con- 
dusion^  they  punctiliously  arrange,"  etc.  Now,  if  such  were  the 
case,  then  we  ask  if  design  of  so  easy  accomplishment  were  ever 
followed  by  failure  so  wonderful? 

They  failed,  in  the  first  place,  "  to  exclude  a  contrary  conclu- 
sion" from  the  Supreme  Courts  of  Massachusetts,  of  New  York, 
and  of  Pennsylvania,  all  of  which  tribunals  have  decided  that  they 
did  confer  such  a  power  upon  Congress.  In  the  second  place,  al- 
though those  wise  men  labored  to  make  "  misapprehension  impos- 
sible," yet,  according  to  Mr.  Sumner,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  entirely  misapprehended  them.  So  far  from 
seeing  that  the  power  in  question  is  not  granted  to  Congress,  this 
high  tribunal  decides  that  it  is  clearly  and  unquestionably  granted. 
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This  is  not  all.  The  most  marvellous  fi^ilure  is  yet  to  come.  For, 
after  all  their  pains  to  make  the  whole  world  see  their  meaning, 
these  wise  men  did  not  see  it  themselves,  but  went  away,  many 
of  them,  and,  in  the  Congress  of  1793,  helped  to  pass  a  Fugitive 
Slave  Law ! 

It  is  to  be  feared,  indeed,  that  the  failure  would  have  been  abso- 
lutely total  but  for  the  wonderful  sagacity  of  a  few  abolitionists. 
For  the  design  imputed  to  the  framers  of  the  Constitution,  and 
which  they  took  so  much  pains  to  disclose,  had  remained  pro- 
foundly concealed  from  nearly  all  men,  not  excepting  themselves, 
until  it  was  detected  by  Messrs.  Sumner,  Chase,  and  company. 
But  these  have,  at  last,  discovered  it,  and  now  see  it  as  in  a  flood 
of  light.  Indeed,  they  see  it  with  such  transcendent  clearness, 
with  such  marvellous  perspicacity  of  vision,  as  to  atone  for  the  stu- 
pidity and  blindness  of  the  rest  of  mankind. 

So  much  for  Mr.  Sumner's  historical  argument.  His  logical 
argument  is,  if  possible,  still  more  illogical  than  his  historical. 
In  regard  to  this,  however,  we  shall  be  exceedingly  brief,  as  we 
are  sick  of  his  sophisms,  and  long  to  be  delivered  from  the  pur- 
suit of  them. 

He  encounters,  at  the  outset,  "  a  diflSculty "  in  the  legislation 
of  the  Congress  of  1793  and  in  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States."  But  "on  examination,"  says  he,  "this 
difficulty  will  disappear."  Perhaps  difficulty  so  great  never  van- 
ished so  suddenly  from  before  any  other  man. 

The  authority  of  the  Congress  of  1793,  though  it  contained  so 
many  of  the  most  distinguished  framers  of  the  Constitution,  is  an- 
nihilated by  a  few  bold  strokes  of  Mr.  Sumner's  pen.  One  short 
paragraph,  containing  two  ineflably  weak  arguments,  does  the 
business. 

The  first  of  these  arguments  is  as  follows:  "The  act  of  1793 
proceeded  from  a  Congress  that  had  already  recognized  the  United 
States  Bank,  chartered  by  a  previous  Congress,  which,  though 
sanctioned  by  the  Supreme  Court,  has  been  since  in  high  quarters 
pronounced  unconstitutional.  If  it  erred  as  to  the  bank,  it  may 
have  erred  also  as  to  fugitives  from  labor."  We  cannot  conceive 
why  such  an  argument  should  have  been  propounded,  unless  it 
were  to  excite  a  prejudice  against  the  Congress  of  1793  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  may  be  opposed  to  a  National  Bank.  For  if 
^elook  at  its  conclusion  we  shall  see  that  it  merely  aims  to  estab* 
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lish  a  point  which  no  one  would  deny.  It  merely  aims  to  prove 
that,  as  the  Congress  of  1793  was  composed  of  fallible  men,  "so 
it  mav  have  erred!"  "We  admit  the  conclusion,  and  therefore 
pass  by  the  inherent  weaknesses  in  the  structure  of  the  argument. 

His  second  argument  is  this:  "But  the  very  act  contains  a  cap- 
ital error*  on  this  very  subject,  so  declared  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
in  pretending  to  vest  a  portion  of  the  judicial  power  of  the  nation 
in  state  oflScers.  This  error  takes  from  the  act  all  authority  as 
an  interpretation  of  the  Constitution.  I  dismiss  it."  This  pas- 
sage, considered  as  an  argument,  is  simply  ridiculous.  How 
many  of  the  best  laws  ever  enacted  by  man  have,  in  the  midst  of 
much  that  is  as  clear  as  noonday,  been  found  to  contain  an  error  I 
Should  all,  therefore,  have  been  blindly  rejected  ?  As  soon  as  the 
error  has  been  detected,  has  any  enlightened  ti'ibunal  on  earth 
ever  §aid,  "  I  dismiss  "  the  whole  ? 

By  such  a  process  we  might  have  made  as  short  work  with  Mr. 
Sumner's  speech.  If,  after  pointing  out  one  error  therein,  we  had 
dismissed  the  whole  speech  as  worthless,  we  should  have  imitated 
his  reasoning,  and  in  our  conclusion  have  come  much  nearer  to 
the  truth.  If  we  should  say,  indeed,  that  because  the  sun  has  a 
spot  on  its  surface  it  is  therefore  a  great  ball  of  darkness,  our 
argument  would  be  exactly  like  that  of  Mr.  Sumner.  But  that 
great  luminary  would  not  refuse  to  shine  in  obedience  to  our 
contemptible  logic.  In  like  manner,  the  authority  of  the  illus- 
trious Congress  of  1793,  in  which  there  were  so  many  profound 
statesmen  and  pure  patriots,  will  not  be  the  less  resplendent 
because  Mr.  Charles  Sumner  has,  with  Titanic  audacity  and  Lilli- 
putian weakness,  assailed  it  with  one  of  the  most  pitiful  of  all  the 
pitiftil  sophisms  that  ever  were  invented  by  man. 

In  regard  to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  he  says: 
"Whatever  may  be  the  influence  of  this  judgment  as  a  rule  to 
the  judiciary,  it  can  not  arrest  our  duty  as  legislators.  And  here 
I  adopt,  with  entire  assent,  the  language  of  President  Jackson, 
in  his  memorable  veto,  in  1832,  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States."  He  then  quotes  this  language,  in  which  he  italicizes  the 
following  sentence:  ^^  Each puhlic  officer^  who  takes  an  oath  to 
support  the  Constitution^  swears  that  Tie  will  support  it  as  hs 
understands  it^  and  not  as  it  is  understood  hy  others^'^    With 


*  This  error  was  by  no  means  a  capital  one. 
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these  authoritative  words  of  Andrew  Jackson,"  says  he,  "  I  dis- 
miss this  topic.  The  early  legislation  of  Congress  and  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Supreme*  Court  can  not  stand  in  our  way.  I 
adyance  to  the  argument."    We  shall  let  him  advance. 

But  we  must  say  a  few  words  in  conclusion.  Mr.  Sumner 
swears  to  support  the  Constitution  as  be  understands  it ;  but  how 
is  it  supported  by  him  ?  Is  it  supported  by  him  at  all  or  in  any 
way  ?  Let  us  see.  .The  clause  respecting  "  persons  held  to  ser- 
vice or  labor,"  says  he,  imposes  an  obligation,  not  upon  "  the 
National  Government,  but  upon  the  States."  Is  he  then  in  favor 
of  the  States  passing  any  law,  or  doing  any  act,  by  which  fugitive 
slaves  maybe  delivered  up?  "Never,"  he  replies.  Massachu- 
setts will  never  do  any  such  thing  by  his  advice  or  consent. 
Surely,  then,  he  will  speak  a  kind  word  to  the  good  people  of 
Massachusetts,  and  advise  them  to  do  nothing  in  violation  of  this 
solemn  compact  of  the  Constitution.  If  he  will  do  nothing  to 
support  the  compact,  surely  he  will  do  nothing  to  break  it  down. 
He  will  not  permit  us  to  indulge  any  such  charitable  hope.  For 
it  is  his  avowed  object,  by  speech-making  and  by  agitation,  to 
create  such  a  "  public  opinion "  as  "  shall  blast  with  contempt, 
indignation,  and  abhorrence,  all  who,  i7i  whatever  form^  or  under 
whatever  name^  undertake  to  be  agents"*  in  reclaiming  fugitive 
slaves.  Tea,  upon  the  very  oflScers  of  the  law  themselves,  who, 
for  this  purpose,  act  under  and  by  authority  of  the  supreme  laws 
of  the  land,  he  pours  down  scorn  and  derision.  Even  these, 
though  in  the  discharge  of  an  oflScial  duty,  are — if  it  be  in  the 
power  of  Mr.  Sumner — to  be  blasted  with  abhorrence,  indignation, 
and  contempt ! 

The  Constitution  declares  that  the  fugitive  slave  "shall  be  de- 
livered, up."  He  shall  not  "  be  delivered  up,"  says  Mr.  Sumner ; 
and,  in  order  to  make  his  words  good,  he  means  to  create  a 
"public  opinion,"  which  no  Southern  master  dare  encounter. 
Nay,  he  rejoices  to  believe  that  such  public  opinion  is,  in  some 
localities,  already  created  and  prepared  for  d^en  resistance  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  "  There  are  many,"  says  he, 
"  who  will  never  shrink  at  any  cost,  and,  notwithstanding  all  the 
atrocious  penalties  of  this  bill,  from  efforts  to  save  a  wandering 
fellow-man  from  bondage.    They  will  offer  him  the  shelter  of 

*  Speech  in  the  Senate,  in  1855. 
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their  houses,  and,  if  need  be,  will  protect  ins  libeety  by 
FORCE."*  Horrible  words  I  Words  tendiug  directly  to  a  conflict 
in  which  the  brightest  hopes  of  humanity  must  perish,  and  the 
glory  of  the  Republic  be  extinguished  in  oceans  of  blood. 

In  the  face  of  such  things,  we  are  imperiously  constrained  to 
doubt  Mr.  Sumner's  regard  for  the  obligation  of  the  oath  which 
binds  him  to  support  the  Constitution  of  his  country.  It  is  cer- 
tain that  he  can  rejoice  in  the  breach  of  this  obligation  by  others. 
A  certain  judge  in  Vermont,  who,  like  every  other  State  officer, 
had  taken  an  oath  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
just  set  Constitution,  laws,  evidence,  all  at  defiance,  and  boldly 
declared  that  the  fugitive  should  not  be  delivered  up,  "  unless  the 
master  could  show  a  hill  of  sale  from  the  Almighty, ^'^  This 
deed,  which,  in  the  language  of  Chancellor  Walworth,  is  stamped 
with  ''  the  moral  guilt  of  perjury,"  appears  heroic  to  Mi*.  Sumner, 
by  whom  it  is  related  with  evident  delight.  It  would  seem, 
indeed,  as  if  the  moral  sensibility  of  an  abolitionist  of  his  stamp 
is  all  drawn  to  a  single  point  of  his  conscience,  so  that  it  can  feel 
absolutely  nothing  except  slavery.  It  seems  dead  to  the  obliga- 
tion of  an  oath,  to  the  moral  guilt  of  perjury.  Nay,  it  seems  to 
rejoice  in  the  very  bravery  of  its  perpetration,  provided  it  only 
enables  a  fugitive  slave  to  effect  his  escape. 

Perhaps  Mr.  Sumner  would  seek  to  justify  himself  by  declaring 
that  the  \2iX\ga2LgQ  fugitive  from  services  docs  not  include  fugitive 
slaves.  K  so,  we  reply  that  the  Vermont  judge,  whose  infamous 
decision  he  approves,  bad  no  such  fine  pretext.  It  ie  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, as  we  have  seen,  who  first  suggested  this  most  excellent 
method  of  reconciling  conscience  with  treachery  to  the  Constitu- 
tion. Though  he  professes  the  most  profound  respect  for  that 
instniment,  he  deliberately  sets  to  work  to  undermine  one  of  its 
most  clear  and  unequivocal  mandates.  He  does  not,  like  Mr. 
Seward,  openly  smite  the  Constitution  with  his  hand,  or  con- 
temptuously kick  it  with  his  foot.     He  hetrays  it  with  a  hiss, 

Mr.  Sumner  admfres  the  conduct  of  the  Vermont  judge ;  but 
he  can  heap  the  most  frantic  abuse  on  the  acts  of  the  best  men 
America  has  produced.  Though  they  be  the  deliberate  public 
acts  of  a  Clay,  or  a  Calhoun,  or  a  Webster,  or  a  George  Wash- 
ington, his  language  is  not  the  less  violent,  nor  his  raving  vitu- 

*  Speech  in  Boston,  October  3d,  1850. 
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peration  the  less  malignant.  In  regard  to  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law 
of  1850,  he  says :  "  And  still  fiirther,  as  if  to  do  a  deed  which 
should  ^  make  heaven  weep,  all  earth  amazed,'  this  same  Con- 
gress, in  disregard  of  all  the  cherished  safeguards  of  freedom,  has 
passed  a  most  cniel,  unchristian,  devilish  act."  The  great  diffi- 
culty under  which  Mr.  Sumner  labors,  and  which  all  the  energy 
of  his  soul  struggles  to  surmount,  is  to  find  language  violent 
enough  in  which  to  denounce  this  "foul  Enactment,"  this  "de- 
testable and  heaven-defying  bill,"  this  "monster  act,"  which 
"  sets  at  naught  the  best  principles  of  the  Constitution  and  the 
very  laws  of  God !" 

Now,  this  bill,  let  it  be  remembered,  is  liable  to  no  objection 
which  may  not  be  urged  against  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  of  1798. 
It  will  not  be  denied,  indeed,  that  if  the  one  of  these  laws  be 
unconstitutional  so  also^is  the  other,  and  that  both  must  stand  or 
fall  together.  Let  it  also  be  borne  in  mind  that,  as  the  one  re- 
ceived the  support  of  a  Clay,  and  a  Calhoun,  and  a  Webster,  so 
the  other  received  the  sanction  and  the  signature  of  George 
Washington.  Yet,  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  Mr.  Sumner  does 
not  moderate  his  rage.  They  only  seem  to  increase  the  intensity 
and  the  fury  of  his  wrath.  "The  soul  sickens,"  he  cries,  "in 
the*  contemplation  of  this  legalized  outrage.  In  the  dreary  annals 
of  the  past  there  are  many  acts  of  shame — there  are  many  ordi- 
nances of  monarchs,  and  laws  which  have  become  a  byword  and 
a  hissing  to  the  nations.  But  when  we  consider  the  country  and 
the  age,  I  ask  fearlessly,  what  act  of  shame,  what  ordinance  of 
monarch,  what  law,  can  compare  in  atrocity  with  this  enactment 
of  an  American  Congress  ? " 

Not  content  with  pouring  floods  of  abuse  on  the  law  itself,  Mr. 
Sumner  proceeds  to  consign  to  infamy  its  authors  and  all  who 
have  given  it  their  support.  For,  after  furnishing  examples  of 
what  he  deems  among  the  most  atrocious  transactions  of  the  past, 
he  adds :  "  I  would  not  exaggerate.  I  wish  to  keep  within  bounds ; 
but  I  think  no  person  can  doubt  that  the  condemnation  affixed 
to  all  these  transactions  and  to  their  authors  must  be  the  lot  here- 
after of  the  Fugitive  Slave  Bill,  and  of  every  one,  according  to 
the  measure  of  his  influence,  who  gave  it  his  support.  Into  the 
immortal  catalogue  of  national  crimes  this  law  has  now  passed, 
drawing  with  it,  by  an  inexorable  necessity,  its  authors  also,  and 
chiefly  him  who,  as  President  of  the  United  States,  set  his  name 
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to  the  bill,  and  breathed  into  it  that  final  breath  withont  which  it 
would  have  no  life.  Other  Presidents  may  be  forgotten,  but  the 
name  signed  to  the  Fugitive  Slave  Bill  can  never  be  forgotten. 
There  are  depths  of  infamy,  as  there  are  bights  of  ferae.  I 
regi*et  to  say  what  I  must,  but  truth  compels  me.  Better  far  for 
him  had  he  never  been  born  ;  better  for  his  memory,  and  for  the  > 

name  of  his  children,  had  he  never  been  President !" 

If  neither  Mr.  Fillmore  nor  George  Washington  swore  to  sup- 
port the  Constitution  as  Mr.  Sumner  understands  it,  we  beg  him 
to  consider  that  Iiis  opinion  loas  not  Icnown  when  they  took  the 
oath  of  oflSce.  Mr.  Fillmore  had,  at  that  time,  no  better  guide  to 
go  by  than  the  decisions  of  the  most  enlightened  judicial  tribunals 
of  his  country,  with  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  at 
their  head.  He  was  not  so  far  raised  above  other  meii,  nor  pos- 
sessed of  so  wonderful  an  insight  into  tfie  Constitution,  as  Mr. 
Sumner ;  for  he  could  understand  it  no  better  than  its  framers. 
Hence  he  was,  no  doubt,  so  conscious  of  his  own  fallibility  that 
he  could  hardly  look  upon  modesty  as  a  crime,  or  upon  a  defer- 
ence to  the  judicial  tribunals  of  his  country  as  infamous.  We 
trust,  therefore,  that  his  good  name  will  survive,  and  that  his 
children  will  not  blush  to  own  it.  It  is  certain  that  the  American 
people  will  never  believe,  on  the  bare  authority  of  Mr.  Sumner,  « 

that,  in  his  course  regarding  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law,  he  planted  -^ 
his  feet  in  the  very  ''depths  of  infamy,"  when  they  can  so  clearly  ^ 
see  that  he  merely  trod  in  the  footsteps  of  George  Washington. 

Xf  what  a  man  lacks  in  reason  he  could  only  make-  up  in  rage,  <« 
then,  after  all,  it  would  have  to  be  concluded  that  Mr.  Sumner  "^ 
is  a  very  respectable  Senator ;  for,  surely,  the  violence  of  his  -^ 
denunciations  is  almost  as  remarkable  as  the  weakness  of  his  -^ 
logic.  Fortunately,  however,  it  can  hurt  no  one  except  himfielf  "*^ 
or  those  whom  he  represents.  Certainly,  the  brightest  names  in  -^ 
the  galaxy  of  American  statesmen  are  not  to  be  swept  away  by  ^^ 
the  filthy  torrent  of  his  invectives.  The  Clays,  the  Calhouns,  the  ^ 
Websters,  and  the  Washingtons  of  America,  are,  indeed,  as  far  ""- 
above  the  impotent  rage  of  this  Senator  as  the  very  stars  of 
heaven  are  beyond  his  arm.* 

*  Mr.  Sumner  has  a  great  deal  to  say,  in  his  speech,  about  "the  memory  of  "^^ 
the  fathers."  When  their  sentiments  agree  with  his  own,  or  only  seem  to  him  -^ 
to  do  80,  then  they  are  "the  demi-gods  of  history."    But  only  let  these  demi-  " 
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§  in.  The  right  of  Trial  hy  Jury  not  irnpaired  hy  the 
Fugitive  Slave  Law. 

■ 

It  is  alleged  that  the  power  to  enact  such  a  law  does  not  reside 
in  Congress,  because  no  such  power  has  been  "  expressly  dele- 
gated," and  because  it  is  not "  necessary  and  proper  "  to  carry  any 
expressly  delegated  authority  into  effect.  We  should  have  replied 
to  this  argument ;  but  it  has  been  urged  before  every  tribunal  in 
which  the  great  question  under  consideration  has  been  tried,  and 
everywhere  refuted.  By  Mr.  Justice  Nelson,  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  New  York,*  by  Mr.  Senator  Bishop,  in  the  Court  of 

gods  cross  his  path  or  come  into  contact  with  his  fanatical  notions,  and  instantly 
they  sink  into  sordid  knaves.  The  framers  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  says  he,  made  '*a  compromise,  which  diTmot  he  mentioned  without  shame. 
It  was  that  hateful  bargain  by  which  Congress  was  restrained  until  1806  from 
the  prohibition  of  the  foreign  slave  trade,  thus  securing,  down  to  that  period, 
toleration  for  crime.** .  .  .  .  "  The  efifrontery  of  slaveholders  was  matched  by  the 
eordidness  of  the  Eastern  members^  ....**  The  bargain  was  struck,  and  at  this 
price  the  Southern  States  gained  the  detestable  indulgence.  At  a  subsequent 
day,  Congress  branded  the  slave  trade  as  piracy,  and  thus,  by  solemn  legislative 
act,  adjudged  this  compromise  to  be  felonious  and  wicked.** 

But  for  this  compromise,  as  every  one  who  has  read  the  history  of  the  times 
perfectly  well  knows,  no  union  conld  have  been  formed,  and  the  slave  trade 
might  have  been  carried  on  to  the  present  day.  By  this  compromise,  then,  the 
Convention  did  not  tolerate  crime  nor  the  slave  trade  ;  they  merely  formed  the 
Union,  and,  in  forming  it,  gained  the  power  to  abolish  the  slave  trade  in  twenty 
years.  The  gain  of  this  power,  which  Congress  had  not  before  possessed,  was 
considered  by  them  as  a  great  gain  to  the  cause  of  humanity.  If  the  Eastern 
members,  from  a  blind  and  frantic  hatred  of  slavery,  had  blasted  all  prospects 
of  a  union,  and  at  the  same  time  put  the  slave  trade  beyond  their  power  for- 
ever, they  would  have  imitated  the  wisdom  of  the  abolitionists,  who  always 
pVomote  the  cause  they  seek  to  demolish. 

If  any  one  will  read  the  history  of  the  times,  he  will  see  that  "the  fathers," 
the  framers  of  the  Constitution,  were,  in  making  this  very  compromise,  governed 
by  the  purest,  the  most  patriotic,  and  the  most  humane,  of  motives.  He  who 
accuses  them  of  corruption  shows  himself  corrupt ;  especially  if,  like  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, he  can  laud  them  on  one  page  as  demi-gods,  and  on  the  very  next  de- 
nounce them  as  sordid  knaves,  who,  for  the  sake  of  filthy  lucre,  could  enter 
into  a  "  felonious  and  wicked  "  bargain.  Yet  the  very  man  who  accuses  them 
of  having  made  so  infamous  and  corrupt  a  bargain  in  regard  to  the  slave  trade 
can  and  does  most  eloquently  declaim  against  the  monstrous  injustice  of  suppos- 
ing them  capable  of  the  least  act  in  favor  of  slavery  ! 

♦  XIJ.  Wendell,  p.  314. 
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Errors  in  the  same  State,*  and  by  Mr.  Justice  Story,  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  it  has  been  so  clearly,  so 
powerfully,  and  so  triumphantly  demolished  as  to  leave  nothing 
more  to  be  desired  on  the  subject.  And  besides,  it  has  been  our 
object  not  so  much  to  refute  arguments  against  the  law  in  ques- 
tion, or  to  establish  that  which  has  been  so  long  established,!  as 
to  show  on  what  slender  grounds,  and  yet  with  what  unbounded 
confidence,  tlie  greatest  champions  of  abolitionism  are  accustomed 
to  oppose  the  Constitution,  the  laws,  the  judicial  decisions,  and 
the  uniform  practice,  of  the  whole  government  under  which  we 
live. 

In  pursuance  of  this  design,  there  is  another  sophism  of  theirs, 
which  it  now  devolves  upon  us  to  examine.  We  allude  to  the 
argument  that  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  is  unconstitutional,  because 
it  denies  the  right  of  trial  by  jury. 

Is  this  still  an  open  question  ?  In  the  biography  of  Mr.  Justice 
Story,  published  by  his  son,  it  is  said :  "  The  argument  that  the 
Act  of  1793  was  unconstitutional,  because  it  did  not  provide  for 
a  trial  by  jury  according  to  the  requisitions  of  the  sixth  article  in 
the  amendment  to  the  Constitution,  having  been  suggested  to  my 
father  on  his  return  from  Washington,  he  replied  that  this  ques- 
tion was  not  argued  by  counsel  nor  considered  by  the  court,  and 
that  he  should  still  consider  it  an  open  one."  Mr.  Sumner  ad- 
duces this  "distinct  statement  that  the  necessity  of  trial  by  jury 
was  not  before  the  court ;"  and  adds,  "  So  that,  in  the  estimation 
of  the  judge  himself,  it  was  still  an  open  question." 

In  the  case  here  referred  to — Prigg  v.  The  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania,  reported  in  XVI.  Peters — ^it  is  true  that  the  ques- 
tion of  trial  by  jury  was  not  argued  by  counsel  nor  considered  by 
the  court.  But  if  the  greater  includes  the  less,  then  this  question 
was  embraced  in  the  decision ;  for,  in  that  case,  Prigg  had  seized 
the  fugitive  slave  without  process,  and  carried  her  away  without 
any  certificate  from  magistrate  or  judge  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. The  court  declared  that  he  had  a  right  to  do  so  under 
and  by  virtue  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.     Most 

♦  XIV.  Wendell,  p.  530;  XVI.  Petera,  p.  608. 

f  Indeed,  if  we  had  produced  all  the  arguments  in  favor  of  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law,  it  would  have  carried  us  far  beyond  our  limits, 
and  swelled  this  single  chapter  into  a  volume. 
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assuredly,  if  he  had  a  constitutional  right  to  such  proceeding, 
then,  in  such  cases,  the  Constitution  dispenses  with  the  necessity 
of  trial  by  jury. 

It  was  urged  by  counsel  that  such  summary  method  of  reclaim- 
ing fugitive  slaves  was  unconstitutional ;  but  the  court  decided 
otherwise.  It  was  insisted  by  Mr.  Hambly,  just  as  it  is  now  in- 
sisted by  Mr.  Sumner  and  others,  that  such  an*e8t  was  unconsti- 
tutional, because  it  was  made  by  the  mere  will  of  the  party,  and 
not,  as  the  Constitution  requires,  '^  by  duo  process  of  law."  Thus 
the  point  was  presented  by  the  record,  argued  by  the  counsel,  and 
overruled  by  the  court. 

In  overruling  this  argument  the  court  says :  "  The  owner  must, 
therefore,  have  the  right  to  seize  and  repossess  the  slave  which 
the  local  laws  of  his  own  State  confer  upon  him  as  property ;  and 
we  all  know  that  this  right  of  seizure  and  recaption  is  universally 
acknowledged  in  all  the  slaveholding  States.  Indeed,  this  is  no 
more  than  a  mere  aflSrmance  of  the  priuciples  of  the  common 
law  applicable  to  this  very  subject."  Then,  after  a  quotation  from 
Blackstone,  the  court  adds :  "Upon  this  ground,  we  have  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  holding  that,  under  and  in  virtue  of  the 
Constitution,  the  owner  of  a  slave  is  clothed  with  entire  authority 
in  every  State  in  the  Union  to  seize  and  recapture  his  slave 
whenever  he  can  do  it  without  any  breach  of  the  peace  or  any 
illegal  violence." 

In  accordance  with  this  opinion  of  the  court— delivered  by  Mr. 
Justice  Story — Mr.  Chief  Justice  Taney  says:  the  master  "has  a 
right,  peaceably,  to  take  possession  of  him,  and  carry  him  away, 
without  any  certificate  or  warrant  fropi  a  judge  of  the  District  or 
Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States,  or  from  any  magistrate  of  the 
State ;  and  whosoever  resists  or  obstructs  him  is  a  wrong-doer ; 
and  every  State  law  which  proposes,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
authorize  such  resistance  or  obstruction,  is  null  and  void,  and 
affords  no  justification  to  the  individual  or  the  officer  of  the  State 
who  acts  under  it.  This  right  of  the  master  being  given  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  neither  Congress  nor  a  State 
Legislature  can  by  any  law  or  regulation  impair  it  or  restrict  it.* 

*  This  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  which  authorizes  the  master  to  seize 
bis  fugitive  slave  without  process^  (see  his  speech,  Appendix  to  Congressional 
Qlohe,  voL  xxii.,  part  2,  p.  1587,)  is  exceedingly  offensive  to  Mr.  Chase  of  Ohio; 
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Hence  it  would  have  been  well  if  Mr.  Sumner  and  the  son  of 
Judge  Story  had  looked  into  this  decision  again  before  they  pro- 
claimed the  opinion  that  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  is,  in  such 
cases,  still  an  open  question.  Mr.  Justice  Story  himself  must, 
on  reflection,  have  seen  that  the  ofl*-hand  expression  attributed  to 
him  was  erroneous.  His  more  deliberate  opinion  is  recorded,  not 
only  in  the  case  of  Prigg,  but  also  in  his  "Commentaries  on  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States."  "It  is  obvious,"  says  he, 
"  that  these  provisions  for  the  arrest  and  removal  of  fugitives  of 
both  classes  contemplate  summaiy  ministerial  proceedings,  and 
not  the  ordinary  courts  of  judicial  investigations  to  ascertain 
whether  the  complaint  be  well-founded  or  the  claim  of  ownership 
be  established  beyond  all  legal  controversy.  In  cases  of  suspected 
crimes  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  party  is  to  be  made  out  at  his 
•trial,  and  not  upon  the  preliminary  inquiry  whether  he  shall  be 
delivered  up.  All  that  would  seem  in  such  cases  to  be  necessary 
is  that  there  should  hQ  primd  facie  evidence  before  the  executive 
authority  to  satisfy  its  judgment  that  there  is  probable  cause  to 
believe  the  party  guilty,  such  as,  upon  an  ordinary  warrant, 
would  justify  his  commitment  for  trial.  And  in  the  cases  of 
fugitive  slaves  there  would  seem  to  be  the  same  necessity  of 
requiring  ov\j  primd  facie  proofs  of  ownership,  without  putting 
the  party  to  a  formal  assertion  of  his  rights  by  a  suit  at  the  com- 
mon law."* 


and  no  wonder,  since  the  Legislature  of  bis  own  State  has  passed  a  law,  making 
it  a  penitentiary  offense  in  the  master  who  should  thus  prosecute  his  constitu- 
tional right  as  declared  by  this  decision.  But,  in  regard  to  this  point.,  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  does  not  stand  alone.  The  Supreme  Court 
of  New  York,  in  the  case  of  Jack  r.  Martin,  had  previously  said  :  "  Whether 
the  owner  or  agent  might  have  made  the  arrest  in  the  first  instance  without  any 
process,  we  will  not  stop  to  examine ;  authorities  of  deserved  respectability  and 
weight  have  held  the  affirmative.  2  Pick.  11,  5  Serg.  &  Hawle,  62,  and  the 
case  of  Glen  v.  Hodges,  in  this  court,  before  referred  to,  (in  9  Johnson,)  seem 
to  countenancie  the  same  conclusion.  It  would  indeed  appear  to  follow  as  a 
necessary  consequence,  from  the  undoubted  position^  that  under  this  clause  of  the 
Constitution  {fie  right  and  title  of  tJie  owner  to  the  service  of  the  slave  is  as  entire  and 
perfect  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  to  which  he  has  fled  as  it  was  in  the  one 
from  which  he  escaped.     Such  seizure  would  he  at  the  peril  of  the  party;  and  if  a 

FBEEMAN  WAS  TAKEN,  HE  WOULD  BE  ANSWERABLE  LIKE  ANT  OTHER  TRESPASSER 
OB  KIDNAPPER.'' 

*  Story  on  Constitution,  vol.  ill.  book  iii.,  cha^  zL 
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But,  since  the  abolitioDists  will  discuss  this  point,  then  let  it  be 
considered  an  open  question,  and  let  them  produce  their  argu- 
ments. The  first  we  shall  notice  is  from  Mr.  Sumner,' who  again 
reasons  from  the  sentiments  of  the  fathers.  ^'  At  the  close  of  the 
National  Convention,"  says  he,  "Elbridge  Gerry  refused  to  sign 
the  Constitution^  because,  among  other  things,  it  established  ^a 
tribunal  without  juries^  a  Star  Chamber  as  to  civil  cases.'  Many 
united  in  his  opposition,  and,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  First 
Congress,  this  additional  safegaai*d  was  adopted  as  an  amend- 
ment.'- Thus,  according  to  Mr.  Sumner,  Elbridge  Gerry  was  the 
father  of  the  clause  in  the  Constitution  which  guarantees  the  right 
of  trial  by  jury.  Yet  Elbridge  GeiTy  never  dreamed  of  applying 
this  clause  to  the  case  of  fugitive  slaves ;  for,  as  We  have  already 
seen,  he  voted  for  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  of  1793,  in  which  such 
application  of  it  is  denied.  Nor  did  any  other  member  of  that 
Congress  propose  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  in  such  cases. 

No  doubt  there  would  have  been  opposition  to  the  act  of  1798 
if  any  member  of  Congress  had  supposed,  for  a  moment,  that  it 
denied  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  to  the  fugitive  slave.     It  does  no 
such  thing.    It  leaves  that  right  unimpaired ;  and  if  any  slave  in 
the  Union,  whether  fugitive  or  otherwise,  desire  such  trial,  it  is 
secured  to  him  by  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  country.    But 
he  cannot  have  such  trial  where  or  in  what  State  he  chooses.    If 
.  he  lives  in  Richmond,  he  may  have  a  trial  oy  jury  there;  but  he 
cannot  escape  to  Boston,  and  there  demand  this  as  a  right.     The 
fugitive  from  labor,  like  the  fugitive  from  justice,  has  a  right  to  a 
trial  by  jury,  but  neither  can  claim  to  have  this  trial  in  any  part 
of  the  world  he  pleases.      The  latter  must  be  tried  in   ''the 
vicinage  "  where  the  ofiense  is  alleged  to  have  been  committed, 
because  there  the  witnesses  are  to  be  found.    He  has  no  right  to 
flee  from  these  and  require  them  to  follow  him  with  their  testi- 
mony.    As  he.  has  a  constitutional  right  to  be  tried  in  the  vicin- 
age of  the  alleged  offense,  so  has  the  commonwealth  a  right  to 
insist  on  his  trial  there.     In  like  manner,  and  for  a  similar  reason, 
if  the  colored  man  wishes  to  assert  his  freedom  under  the  law,  he 
may  appeal  to  a  jury  of  the  country ;  but  this  must  bo  done  in 
the  State  under  whose  laws  he  is  claimed  as  a  slave  and  where  the 
witnesses  reside.    He  cannot  fly  to  a  distant  State,  and  there 
ciemand  a  kind  of  trial  which  neither  the  Constitution,  nor  the 
Xaws,  nor  public  expediency,  secures  to  him.    If  he  assert  this 
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right  at  all,  he  mu8t  assert  it  in  conformity  with  the  undoubted 
right  of  the  other  party^  which  is  to  be  sued  in  this,  as  in  all 
other  personal  actions,  in  the  place  where  he  resides. 

In  the  face  of  these  considerations,  it  is  no  wonder  that  the 
Congress  of  1793  were  so  unanimous  in  regard  to  the  Fugitive 
Slave  Law.  Though  this  law  did  not  provide  for  a  jury  trial,  yet 
its  authors  all  knew  that  such  trial  was  not  denied  to  the  fugitive 
slave,  if  he  had  a  mind  to  claim  it.  Hence  the  law  was  passed 
by  that  Congress,  without  even  an  allusion  to  this  modern  aboli- 
tion objection  to  its  constitutionality.  Among  all  the  members  of 
that  body  who  had  taken  part  in  framing  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,*  not  one  was  found  to  hint  at  such  an  objection. 
This  objection  is  of  more  recent  origin,  if  not  of  less  respectable 
parentage. 

An  amendment  to  the  law  in  question,  allowing  a  trial  by  jury  to 
the  fugitive  slave  in  a  distant  State,  would  indeed  be  a  virtual  de- 
nial of  the  constitutional  right  of  the  master.  Either  because  the 
jury  could  not  agree,  or  because  distant  testimony  might  be  de- 
manded, the  trial  would  probably  be  continued,  and  put  off,  until 
the  expense,  the  loss  of  time,  and  the  worriment  of  vexatious  pro- 
ceedings, would  be  more  than  the  slave  is  worth.  The  language 
of  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Taney,  in  relation  to  an  action  for  damages 
by  the  master,  is  peculiarly  applicable  to  such  a  trial  by  jury. 
The  master  "  would  oe  compelledj^^  says  he,  "  to  encounter  the 
costs  and  expenses  of  a  suit^  prosecuted  at  a  distance  from  his 
own  home^  and  to  sacrifice  perhaps  the  value  of  his  property  in 


*  The  framers  of  the  Constitution  in  that  Congress  were  : — '*  John  Langdon 
and  Nicholas  Gilmer,  of  New  Hampshire  ;  Caleb  Strong  and  Elbridge  Gerry, 
of  Massachusetts ;  Roger  Sherman  and  Oliver  Elsworth,  of  Connecticut ;  Rufus 
King,  of  New  York ;  Robert  Morris  and  Thomas  Fitzsimmons,  of  Pennsylva- 
nia ;  George  Reid  and  Richard  Basset,  of  Delaware ;  Jonathan  Dayton,  of  New 
Jersey ;  Pierce  Butler,  of  South  Carolina ;  Hugh  Williamson,  of  North  Caro- 
lina ;  William  Few  and  Abraham  Baldwin,  of  Georgia ;  and  last,  but  not  least, 
James  Madison,  of  Virginia."  Yet  from  not  one  of  these  framers  of  the  Con- 
stitution— ^from  not  one  of  these  illustrious  guardians  of  freedom — was  a  syllable 
heard  in  regard  to  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  in  connection  with  t)ie  Fugitive 
Slave  Law  then  passed.  The  more  pity  it  is,  no  doubt,  the  abolitionist  vrill 
think,  that  neither  Mr.  Chase,  nor  Mr.  Sumner,  nor  Mr.  Seward,  was  there  to 
enlighten  them  on  the  subject  of  trial  by  jury  and  to  save  the  country  from  the 
iniieuuy  of  such  an  Act    Alas !  for  the  poor,  blind  fathers  ! 
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endeavoring  to  obtain  compensation."  This  is  not  the  kind  of 
remedy,  says  he,  the  Constitution  "intended  to  give.  The  de- 
livery of  the  property  itself — ^its  pbompt  and  immediate  deliveby 
— is  plainly  required^  and  was  intended  to  be  secured.^'*  Such 
prompt  and  immediate  delivery  was  a  part  of  "the  customary  or 
common  la^  "  at  the  time  the  Constitution  was  adopted,  and  its 
framers,  no  doubt,  intended  that  this  practice  should  be  enforced 
by  the  clause  in  question,  as  appears  from  the  fact  that  so  many 
of  them  concurred  in  the  Act  of  1793. 

But  if  such  right  to  a  prompt  and  immediate  delivery  be  guar- 
anteed by  the  Constitution  itself,  then,  with  all  due  submission, 
we  would  ask,  what  power  has  Congress  to  limit  or  abridge  this  * 
right  ?  If  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  Constitution  this  right  to 
a  prompt  and  immediate  delivery  be  secured,  then  what  power 
has  Congress  to  say  there  shall  not  be  a  prompt  or  immediate 
delivery?  "This  right  of  the  masiker,"  says  Mr.  Chief  Justice 
Taney,  "being  given  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
KErrHEK  Congress  nob  a  State  Legislature  can  by  any  law 

OB   REGULATION   IMPAIR   11   OR   RESTRICT  TT."      If  this  be  SOUnd  doC- 

trine, — and  such  we  hold  it  to  be, — then  Congress  has  no  constitu- 
tional power  to  impair  or  restrict  the  right  in  question,  by  giving 
the  fugitive  slave  a  trial  by  jury  in  the  State  to  which  he  may 
have  fled.  This  would  not  be  to  give  a  "prompt  and  immediate 
delivery,"  such  as  the  Supreme  Court  declares  the  master  is  en- 
titled to  by  the  Constitution  itself;  it  would  be  either  to  give  no 
delivery  at  all,  or  else  one  attended  with  such  delays,  vexations, 
and  costs,  as  would  materially  impair,  if  not  wholly  annihilate, 
the  right  in  question. 

It  is  right  and  proper,  we  think,  that  questions  arising  exclu- 
sively under  our  own  laws  should  be  tried  in  our  own  States  and 
by  our  own  tribunals.  Hence  we  shall  never  consent,  unless 
constrained  by  the  judicial  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
Union,  to  have  such  questions  tried  in  States  whose  people  and 
whose  juries  may,  perhaps,  be  hostile  to  our  interests  and  to  our 
domestic  institutions.    For  we  are  sovereign  as  well  as  they. 

Only  conceive  such  a  trial  by  jury  in  a  Northern  State,  with 
such  an  advocate  for  the  fugitive  slave  as  Mr.  Chase,  or  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, or  some  other  flaming  abolitionist  1  There  sits  the  fugitive 
slave, — "one  of  the  heroes  of  the  age,"  as  Mr.  Sumner  calls  him, 

and  the  very  embodiment  of  persecuted  innocence.     On  the  other 

29 
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hand  is  the  master, — the  vile  "  slave-hunter,"  as  Mr.  Sumner  de- 
lights to  represent  him,  and  whom,  if  possible,  he  is  determined 
"  to  blast  with  contempt,  indignation,  and  abhorrence."  The  trial 
begins.  The  advocate  appeals  to  the  prejudices  and  the  passions 
of  the  jury.  He  denounces  slavery — about  which  neither  he  nor 
the  jury  know  any  thing — as  the  epitome  of  all  earthly  wrongs, 
as  the  sum  and  substance  of  all  human  woes.  Now,  suppose  that 
on  the  jury  there  is  only  one  man^  who,  like  the  Vermont  judge, 
requires  "  a  bill  of  sale  from  the  Almighty  "  before  he  will  de- 
liver up  a  fugitive  slave;  or  who,  like  Mr.  Seward,  sets  his  own 
private  opinion  above  the  Constitution  of  his  country ;  or  who, 
like  Mr.  Sumner,  has  merely  sworn  to  support  the  supreme  law  as 
he  understands  it ;  and  who,  at  the  same  time,  possesses  his  capac- 
ity to  understand  it  just  exactly  as  he  pleases :  then  what  chance 
would  the  master  have  for  a  verdict?  Just  none  at  all.  For  that 
one  man,  however  clear  the  master's  evidence,  would  hang  the 
jury,  and  the  cause  would  have  to  be  tried  over  again. 

But  suppose  the  whole  twelve  jurors  should  decide  according  to 
the  law  and  the  evidence,  and  give  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  claim- 
ant ;  would  his  rights  then  be  secured  ?  Very  far  fi*om  it.  For 
there  is  the  eager  crowd,  which  never  fails  to  flock  to  such  trials,  and 
which  the  inflammatory  eloquence  of  the  advocate  has  now  wrought 
into  a  frenzy.  Cannot  such  crowd,  think  you,  furnish  a  mob  to  ef- 
fect by  force  what  every  member  of  the  jury  had  refused  to  accom- 
plish by  falsehood  ?  If  the  master — ^if  tlie  abhorred  "  slave-hunter  " 
— should  escape  from  such  a  crowd  with  a  sound  body  only,  and 
without  his  property,  he  ought,  we  think,  to  deem  himself  ex- 
ceedingly fortunate. 

Mr.  Winthrop,  of  Massachusetts,  has  advocated  a  trial  by  jury 
in  such  cases.  He  was,  no  doubt,  perfectly  sincere  in  the  belief 
expressed  by  him,  that  under  such  a  provision  mpre  fugitive  slaves 
would  be  reclaimed  than  under  t'he  law  as  it  now  stands.  But  it 
is  equally  certain  that  neither  Mr.  Seward  nor  Mr.  Chase  was  of 
this  opinion  when  the  one  proposed,  and  the  other  voted  for^  a 
trial  by  jury  in  such  cases.  Neither  of  these  Senators,  we  think 
we  may  confidently  aflSrm,  intended  to  aid  the  master  in  reclaim- 
ing his  fugitive  slaves. 

"  At  any  rate,  sir,"  says  Mr.  "Winthrop,  "  I  shall  vote  for  the 
amendment  ofiered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  as  right  and 
just  in  itself,  whatever  may  be  its  effects."    That  is  to  say,  what- 
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ever  may  be  the  effect  of  a  jury  trial  in  such  cases,  he  means  to 
vote  for  it  as  right  and  just  in  itself!  Whether  this  were  a 
burst  of  passion  merely,  or  the  deliberate  conviction  of  the  author 
of  it,  we  are  not  able  to  determine,  but  we  shall  trust  it  was  the 
former.  For  surely  such  an  opinion,  if  deliberately  entertained, 
is  creditable  neither  to  a  Senator  nor  to  a  jurist.  Neither  this,  nor 
any  other  mode  of  trial,  is  "right  in  itself;"  and  when  right  at 
all,  it  is  only  so  as  a  means  to  an  end.  It  is  only  right  when  it 
subserves  the  great  end  of  justice ;  and  if  it  fail  to  answer  this 
end  it  is  then  worse  than  worthless.  Hence  the  statesman  who 
declares  that,  ^^ whatever  may  he  the  eff^ects'*^  of  a  particular  mode 
of  trial,  he  will  nevertheless  support  it  "as  right  and  just  in  it- 
self," thereby  announces  that  he  is  prepared  to  sacrifice  the  end 
to  the  means, — a  sentiment  which,  we  venture  to  aflSrm,  is  more 
worthy  of  a  fanatical  declaimer  than  of  the  high-minded  and  ac- 
complished Senator  by  whom  it  was  uttered. 

The  great  objection  urged  against  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  is 
that  under  it  a  freeman  may  be  seized  and  reduced  to  slavery. 
This  law,  as  well  as  every  other,  may,  no  doubt,  be  grossly  abused, 
and  made  a  cover  for  evil  deeds.  But  is  there  no  remedy  for  such 
evil  deeds.  Is  there  no  protection  for  the  free  blacks  of  the  North, 
except  by  a  denial  of  the  clear  and  unquestionable  constitutional 
rights  of  the  South  ?  If  not,  then  we  should  be  willing  to  sub- 
mit ;  but  there  is  a  remedy  against  such  foul  abuse  of  the  law  of 
Congress  in  question,  and,  as  we  conceive,  a  most  ample  remedy. 
The  master  may  recapture  his  ftigitive  slave.  This  is  his  con- 
stitutional right.  But,  in  the  language  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
New  York,  already  quoted,  if  a  villain,  under  cover  of  a  pretend- 
ed right,  proceeds  to  carry  off  a  freeman,  he  does  so  "  at  his 
pertly  and  would  he  answerable  like  any  other  trespasser  or  kid- 
napper P  He  must  be  caught,  however,  before  he  can  be  pun- 
XBhed.  Let  him  be  caught,  let  the  crime  be  proved  upon  him,  and 
we  would  most  heartily  concur  in  the  law  by  which  he  should 
himself  be  doomed  to  slavery  for  life  in  the  penitentiary. 

The  Fugitive  Slave  Law  is  not  the  only  one  liable  to  abuse. 
The  innocent  may  be,  and  often  have  been,  arrested  for  crime ; 
but  this  is  no  reason  why  the  law  of  arrest  should  be  abolished,  or 
even  impaired  in  its  operation.  Nay,  innocent  persons  have  often 
l>een  maliciously  prosecuted  ;  yet  no  one,  on  this  account,  ever 
dreamed  of  throwing  obstacles  in  the  way  of  prosecution  for 
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crime.  The  innocent  have  been  made  the  victims  of  perjury ;  bnt 
who  imagines  that  all  swearing  in  courts  of  justice  should  there- 
fore be  abolished  ?  Such  evils  and  such  crimes  are  sought  to  be 
remedied  by  separate  legislation,  and  not  by  undermining  the 
laws  of  which  they  are  the  abuses.  In  like  manner,  though  we 
wish  to  see  the  free  blacks  of  the  North  protected,  and  would 
most  cheerfully  lend  a  helping  hand  for  that  purpose,  yet,  at  the 
same  time,  we  would  maintain  our  own  constitutional  rights  in- 
violate. The  villain  who,  under  cover  of  the  law  made  for  the 
protection  of  our  rights,  should  seek  to  invade  the  rights*  of 
Northern  freemen,  is  as  much  abhorred  by  us  as  by  any  abolition- 
ists on  earth.  Nor,  on  the  other  hand,  have  we  any  sympathy 
with  those  who,  under  cover  of  a  law  to  he  made  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  free  blacks  of  the  North,  seek  to  invade  the  rights  of 
the  South.    We  have  no  sympathy  with  either  class  of  kidnappera. 

Is  it  not  wonderful  that,  while  the  abolitionists  of  the  North 
create  and  keep  up  so  great  a  clamor  about  the  danger  their  free 
blacks  are  in,  they  do  so  little,  and  ask  so  little,  either  by  legisla- 
tion or  otherwise,  in  order  to  protect  them,  except  in  such  manner, 
or  by  such  legislation,  as  sliall  aim  a  deadly  blow  at  the  rights 
and  interests  of  the  South  ?  If  they  really  wish  to  protect  their 
free  blacks,  and  if  the  laws  are  not  already  suflBcient  for  that  pur- 
pose, we  are  more  than  willing  to  assist  in  the  passage  of  more 
efficient  ones.  But  we  are  not  willing  to  abandon  the  great  right 
which  the  Constitution  spreads,  like  an  impenetrable  shield,  over 
Southern  property  to  the  amount  of  sixteen  hundred  millions  of 
dollars. 

The  complaint  in  regard  to  the  want  of  protection  for  the  free 
blacks  of  the  North  is  without  just  foundation.  In  the  case  of 
Jack  V.  Martin,  decided  in  the  Court  of  Errors  of  New  York,  we 
find  the  following  language,  which  is  here  exactly  in  point: — "It 
was  contended  on  the  argument  of  this  cause,  with  great  zeal  and 
earnestness,  that,  under  the  law  of  the  United  States,  a  freeman 
might  be  dragged  from  his  family  and  home  into  captivity.  This 
is  supposing  an  extreme  case,  as  I  believe  it  is  not  pretended  any 
such  ever  has  occurred,  or  that  any  complaint  of  that  character 
has  ever  been  made ;  at  all  events,  I  cannot  regard  it  as  a  very 
potent  argument.  The  same  position  might  as  well  be  taken  in 
the  case  of  a  fugitive  from  justice^  It  might  be  assumed  that  he 
was  an  innocent  man,  and  entitled  to  be  tried  by  a  jury  of  the 
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State  where  he  was  arrested,  to  ascertain  whether  he  had  violated 
the  laws  of  the  State  from  which  he  fled ;  whereas  the  fact  is,  the 
executive  of  this  State  would  feel  bound  to  deliver  up  the  most 
exalted  individual  in  this  State,  (however  well  satisfied  he  might 
be  of  his  innocence,)  if  a  requisition  was  made  upon  him  by  the 
executive  of  another  State." 

In  the  same  case,  when  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York, 
the  court  said :  "In  the  case  under  review,  the  proceedings  are 
before  a  magistrate  of  our  own  State,  presumed  to  possess  a  sym- 
pathy with  his  fellow-citizens,  and  where^  upon  the  supposition 
that  a  freeman  is  arrested^  he  may  readily  procure  the  evidence 
cf  his  freedom.  If  the  magistrate  should  finally  err  in  granting 
the  certificate,  the  party  can  still  resort  to  the  protection  of  the 
national  judiciary.  The  proceedings  hy  which  his  rights  have 
heen  invaded  being  under  a  law  of  Congress^  the  remedy  for 
error  or  injustice  belongs  peculiarly  to  that  high  tribunal, 

XJnDEB    THEm  AMPLE  SHIELD,  THE  APPREHENSION    OF   CAPTIVITY  AND 
OPPRESSION  CAN  NOT  BE  ALARMING." 

It  is  evident  that  when  this  opinion  was  pronounced  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  New  York,  it  had  not  fathomed  the  depths  of 
some  men's  capacity  of  being  alarmed  by  apprehensions  of  cap- 
tivity and  oppression.     The  abolitionists  will,  whether  or  no,  be 
most  dreadfully  alarmed.     But  the  danger  consists,  not  in  the 
^want  of  laws  and  courts  to  punish  the  kidnapper,  but  in  the  want 
of  somebody  to  catch  him.     If  he  does  all  the  mischief  ascribed 
to  him  by  the  abolitionists,  is  it  not  wonderful  that  he  is  not 
caught  by  them  ?     Eumor,  with  her  thousand  tongues,  is  clamor- 
ons  about  his  evil  deeds ;  and  fanatical  credulity,  with  her  ten 
thousand  ears,  gives  heed  to  the  reports  of  rumor.      But  yet, 
Bomehow  or  other,  the  abolitionists,  with  all  their  fiery,  restless 
^eal,  never  succeed  in  laying  their  hands  on  the  ofiender  himself. 
Be   must,  indeed,  be  a  most  adroit,  a  most  cunning,  a  most 
'Wonderful  rogue.     He  boldly  goes  into  a  community  in  which  so 
xnany  are  all  eye,  all  ear,  and  all  tongue,  in  regard  to  the  black 
xnan^s  rights ;  he  there  steals  a  free  negro,  who  himself  has  the 
j>ower  to  tell  when,  where,  and  how,  he  became  free;  and  yet,  in 
open  day,  and  amid  ten  thousand  flaming  guardians  of  freedom,* 

♦  This  crime  of  kidnapping,  says  Mr.  Chase,  of  Ohio,  is  "not  unfrequent" 
lus  section  of  country ;  that  is,  ahout  Cincinnati. 
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he  escapes  with  perfect  impunity !  Is  he  not  a  most  marvelous 
proper  rogue?  But  perhaps  the  reason  the  abolitionists  do  not  lay 
hands  on  him  is  that  he  is  an  imaginary  being,  who,  though  in- 
tangible and  invisible,  will  yet  serve  just  as  well  to  create  an 
alarm  and  keep  up  a  great  excitement  as  if  he  were  a  real 
personage. 

§  IV.  The  duty  of  the  Citizen  in  regard  to  the  Constitutian 
of  the  United  States. 

The  Constitution,  it  is  agreed  on  all  sides,  is  "  the  supreme  law 
of  the  land," — of  every  State  in  the  Union.  The  first  duty  of 
the  citizen  in  regard  to  the  Constitution  is,  then,  to  respect  and 
obey  each  and  every  one  of  its  provisions.  If  ho  repudiates  or 
sets  at  naught  this  or  that  provision  thereof,  because  it  does  not 
happen  to  agree  with  his  own  views  or  feelings,  he  does  not 
respect  the  Constitution  at  all;  he  makes  his  own  will  and 
pleasure  the  supreme  law.  The  true  principle  of  loyalty  resides 
not  in  his  bosom.  We  may  apply  to  him,  and  to  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land,  the  language  of  an  inspired  apostle,  that  "  who- 
soever shall  keep  the  whole  law,  and  yet  oflend  in  one  point,  he  is 
guilty  of  all."  lie  is  guilty  of  all,  because,  by  his  willful  disobe- 
dience in  the  one  instance,  he  sets  at  naught  the  authority  by 
which  the  whole  was  ordained  and  established. 

In  opposing  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law,  it  is  forgotten  by  the  abo- 
.  litionists  that,  if  no  such  law  existed,  the  master  would  have,  un- 
der the  Constitution  itself,  the  same  right  to  reclaim  his  fugitive 
from  labor,  and  to  reclaim  him  in  the  same  summary  manner ; 
for,  as  we  have  seen,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has 
decided  that  by  virtue  of  the  Constitution  alone  the  master  has  a 
right  to  pursue  and  reclaim  his  fugitive  slave,  without  even  a 
writ  or  legal  process.  Hence,  in  opposing  the  Fugitive  Slave 
Law  because  it  allows  a  summary  proceeding  in  such  cases,  the 
abolitionists  really  make  war  on  the  Constitution.  The  battery 
which  they  open  against  the  Constitution  is  merely  masked  behind 
the  Fugitive  Slave  Law ;  and  thus  the  nature  of  their  attack  is 
concealed  from  the  eyes  of  their  non-legal  followers. 

But,  says  Mr.  Chase,  of  Ohio,  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  I  oppose  not  the  Constitution,  but 
the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  "A  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,"  says  he,  "  cannot  alter  the  Constitution."    This  is  very 
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true ;  but  then,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  equally  true  that  neither 
can  his  opinion  alter  the  Constitution.  But  here  the  question 
arises,  which  is  tlie  rule  of  conduct  for  the  true  and  loyal  citizen, 
— the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  or  the 
opinion  of  Grovemor  Chase  ?  We  decidedly  prefer  the  former. 
"  Sir,"  says  Mr.  Chase,  "  when  gentlemen  from  the  slave  States 
ask  us  to  support  the  Constitution,  I  fear  they  mean  only  their 
construction  of  the  Constitution."  We  mean  not  so.  We  mean 
neither  our  nor  his  construction  of  the  Constitution,  but  that  con- 
struction Qnly  which  has  been  given  to  it  by  the  highest  judicial 
tribunal  in  the  land,  by  the  supreme  and  final  arbiter  in  all  such 
conflicts  of  opinion. 

But  Mr.  Chase  opposes  argument  as  well  as  opinion  to  the  de^ 
cision  of  the  Supreme  Couii;  in  regard  to  slavery.  "What  more 
natural,"  says  he,  "  than  that  gentlemen  from  the  slave  States,  in 
view  of  the  questions  likely  to  come  before  the  Supreme  Court,* 
should  desire  that  a  majority  of  its  members  might  have  interests 
like  those  which  they  would  desire  to  maintain  I  Certain  it  is 
that  some  care  Juis  been  taken  to  secure  such  a  constitution  of  the 
courts  and  not  without  success.^^  If  Mr.  Chase,  or  any  other  aboli- 
tionist, should  insinuate  that  the  decision  in  question  is  owing 
to  such  an  unfair  constitution  of  the  Supreme  Court,  the  answer 
is  as  easy  and  tiiumphant  as  the  accusation  would  be  infamous 
and  vile ;  for,  as  is  well  known,  the  very  decision  which  is  so  ob- 
noxious to  his  sentiments  was  delivered  by  the  great  jurist  of 
Massachusetts,  Mr.  Justice  Story,  and  was  concurred  in  by  the 
other  Northern  members  of  the  Court.  This  is  not  all.  How 
did  it  happen  that  substantially  the  same  decision  has  been  ren- 
dered by  the  Supreme  Courts  of  New  York,  Massachusetts,  and 
Pennsylvania?  Were  these  high  tribunals  also  constituted  with 
reference  to  the  peculiar  interests  of  the  South? 

The  question  is  not  whether  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
or  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Chase,  the  more  perfectly  reflects  the  Con- 
stitution. Even  if  he  were  infallible,  as  the  Supreme  Court  cer- 
tainly is  not,  we,  the  people  of  the  United  States,  have  not  agreed 
that  he  shall  decide  such  questions  for  us.  And  besides,  it  would 
be  diflScult,  perhaps,  to  persuade  the  people  that  he  is,  for  the  de- 
termination of  such  questions,  any  more  happily  constituted  than 
the  Supreme  Court  itself,  with  all  the  manifold  imperfections  of 
its  Southern  members.    But,  however  this  may  be,  it  is  certain 


456  LIBERTY    AND  SLAVERY. 

that  nntil  the  people  shall  be  so  persuaded,  and  shall  agree  to 
abide  by  his  opinions,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  good  citizen  to  follow 
the  decisions  of  the  great  judicial  tribunal  provided  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  his  country. 

If  you,  good  citizen  of  the  North,  have  a  right  to  set  up  your 
opinion  in  opposition  to  such  decisions,  then  I  have  the  same 
right,  and  so  has  every  other  member  of  the  commonwealth. 
Thus,  as  many  constructions  of  the  Constitution  would  necessarily 
result  as  there  are  individual  opinions  in  the  land.  Law  and  or- 
der would  be  at  an  end ;  a  chaos  of  conflicting  elements  would 
prevail,  and  every  man  would  do  that  which  seemed  right  in  his 
own  eyes.  The  only  escape  from  such  anarchy  is  a  just  and  layal 
confidence  in  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  laud — is  a  subjection 
of  the  intense  egotism  of  the  individual  to  the  will  of  the  nation, 
as  expressed  in  the  Constitution  and  expounded  by  the  constitu- 
tional authorities.  Hence,  we  mean  to  support  the  Constitution, 
not  as  we  understand  it  nor  as  you  understand  it,  but  as  it  is 
understood  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  Such, 
it  seems  to  us,  is  the  only  wise  course — nay,  is  the  impera- 
tive duty — of  every  citizen  who  does  not  intend  to  disorgan- 
ize the  fundamental  law  and  revolutionize  the  government  of  his 
country. 

It  may  be  supposed,  perhaps,  by  those  who  have  reflected  little 
on  the  subject,  that  the  controvei*sy  respecting  the  Fugitive  Slave 
Law  is  merely  about  the  value  of  a  few  slaves.  It  is,  in  our  opin- 
ion, far  otherwise ;  it  is  a .  great  constitutional  question ;  and 
hence  the  deep  interest  which  it  has  excited  throughout  the  nation, 
as  well  as  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  It  is  a  question,  as 
it  appears  to  us,  whether  the  Constitution  or  the  abolitionists  shall 
rule  the  country.  The  Fugitive  Slave  Law  is,  as  we  have  seen, 
surrounded  by  the  strongest  possible  evidences  of  its  constitution- 
ality ;  and  hence,  if  this  may  be  swept  away  as  unconstitutional 
by  the  passions  of  a  mad  faction,  then  maj'  every  other  legal 
defence  be  leveled  before  like  storms,  and  all  security  annihilated. 
Hence,  as  the  friends  of  law  and  order,  we  intend  to  take  our 
stand  right  here,  and  defend  this  Act,  which,  although  despised 
and  abhorred  by  a  faction,  has  received  the  sanction  of  the  fathers, 
as  well  as  of  the  gi'eat  judicial  tribunals,  of  the  land. 

"We  are  asked  to  repeal  this  law — ay,  by  the  most  violent  agi- 
tator of  the  North  we  are  asked  to  repeal  this  law — ^for  "  tTie  sake 
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of  tranquillity  and  peace /^^  But  how  can  this  bring  peace! 
Sappose  this  law  were  repealed;  would  tranquillity  be  restored? 
We  have  not  forgotten — nor  can  we  be  so  easily  made  to  forget — 
that  this  very  agitator  himself  has  declared,  that  slavery  is  "  a 
wrong  so  transcendent"  that  no  truce  is  to  be  allowed  to  it  so  long 
as  it  occupies  a  single  foot  of  ground  in  the  United  States.  Is  it 
not,  then,  a  delusive  prospect  of  peace  which  is  offered  to  us  in 
exchange  for  the  law  in  question? 

Nor  can  we  forget  what  other  agitators  have  uttered  respecting 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  Southern  States.  ''  Slavery,"  said 
Mr.  Seward,  at  a  mass-meeting  in  Ohio,  ^'can  be  limited  to  its 
present  bounds ;  it  can  be  ameliorated.  It  can  be — and  it  must 
be — ABOLISHED,  and  you  and  I  can  and  micst  do  it."  Does  this 
look  like  peace,  if  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  were  only  out  of  the 
way  ?  Mr.  Seward,  from  his  place  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  tells  us  how  we  must  act  among  the  people  of  the  North, 
if,  in  reclaiming  our  fugitive  slaves,  we  would  not  disturb  their 
peace.  But  he  had  already  exhorted  the  people  of  the  North  to 
"  extend  a  cordial  welcome  "  to  our  fugitive  slaves,  and  to  "  defend 
them  as  they  would  their  household  gods."  What,  then,  does  he 
mean  by  peace? 

This  outcry,  indeed,  that  the  peace  of  the  country  is  disturbed 
by  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law,  is  as  great  a  delusion  as  ever  was 
attempted  to  be  palmed  off  on  any  people.  If  this  law  were  re- 
pealed to-morrow,  would  agitation  cease?  Would  the  abolition- 
ists of  the  North  cease  to  proclaim  that  their  doors  are  open,  and 
their  hospitality  is  ready,  to  receive  the  poor  benighted  blacks? 
(the  blacks  of  the  South,  we  mean ;  for  we  have  never  heard  of 
their  open  doors,  or  cordial  hospitality,  for  the  poor  free  blacks  of 
their  own  neighborhood.)  But  we  have  heard — from  Dr.  Chan- 
ning  himself  — of  "  a  convention  at  the  North,  of  highly  respected 
men,  preparing  and  publishing  an  address  to  the  slaves,  in  which 
they  are  exhorted  to  fly  from  bondage,  and  to  feel  no  scruple  in 
seizing  and  using  horse  or  boat  which  may  facilitate  their 
escape,^^  Now,  if  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law  were  repealed,  would 
all  such  proceedings  cease?  Or  if,  under  the  Constitution  as  ex- 
pounded by  the  Supreme  Courts  of  the  Union  and  of  New  York, 
and  without  any  such  law  to  back  him,  the  master  should  seek  to 
^reclaim  his  property,  would  he  be  welcomed,  or  hooted  and  re- 
sisted, by  the  defenders  of  the  fugitive  from  service?    Let  these 
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things  be  considered,  and  it  will  be  evident,  we  think,  that  the  re- 
peal of  the  law  in  question  would  only  invite  further  aggressions, 
and  from  this  prostrate  outpost  the  real  enemies  of  the  peace  of  the 
country  would  march,  if  possible,  over  every  other  defense  of  the 
Constitution. 

Hence,  although  we  most  ardently  desire  harmony  and  concord 
for  the  States  of  the  Union,  we  shall  never  seek  it  by  a  surrender 
of  the  Constitution  or  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  K  it 
cannot  be  found  under  these,  it  cannot  be  found  at  all.  Mr.  Chase 
assures  us,  indeed,  that  just  so  long  as  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Prigg  prevails,  we  must  "encounter 
difficulties,  and  serious  difficulties."  *  If  it  must  be  so,  then  so  be 
it.  If  the  question  be  whether  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Coui't, 
ox  the  dictation  of  demagogues,  shall  rule  our  destinies,  then  is  our 
stand  taken  and  our  purpose  immovably  fixed. 

We  have  a  right  to  peace  under  the  decisions  of  that  august 
tribunal.  It  is  neither  right  nor  proper — it  is  contrary  to  every 
principle  of  natural  justice — that  either  party  to  this  great  contro- 
versy should  decide  for  itself.  Hence,  if  the  abolitionists  will  not 
submit  to  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  we  shall  most  as- 
suredly refuse  submission  to  their  arrogant  dictation.  We  can, 
from  our  inmost  hearts,  respect  the  feelings  of  those  of  our  North- 
ern brethren  who  may  choose  to  remain  passive  in  this  matter, 
and  leave  us — by  such  aid  as  the  law  may  aflbrd — ^to  reclaim  our 
own  fugitives  from  labor.  For  such  we  have  only  words  of  kind- 
ness and  feelings  of  fraternal  love.  But  as  for  those — and  espe- 
cially for  those  in  high  places — who  counsel  resistance  to  the  laws 
and  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Republic,  we  hold  them  guilty  of  a 
high  misdemeanor,  and  we  shall  ever  treat  them  as  disturbers  of 
the  public  peace,  nay,  as  enemies  of  the  independence,  the  perpe- 
tuity, the  greatness,  and  the  glory  of  the  Union  under  which,  by 
the  blessing  of  Almighty  God,  we  have  hitherto  so  wonderfully 
prospered. 

*  Appendix  to  Congressional  Globe,  voL  xxiL,  part  IL,  p.  1687. 
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OB, 


SUVERY  IN  THE  UGHT  OF  DIVINE  REVEUTION. 


OiBGUMSTANOEs  exist  amoDg  the  inhabitants  of  these  United 
States,  which  make  it  proper  that  the  Scriptures  should  be  care- 
fully examined  by  Christians  in  reference  to  the  institution  of 
elavery,  which  exists  in  several  of  the  States,  with  the  approbation 
of  those  who  profess  unlimited  subjection  to  God's  revealed  will. 

It  is  branded  by  one  portion  of  people,  who  take  their  rule  of 
moral  rectitude  from  the  Scriptures,  as  a  great  sin ;  nay,  the 
greatest  of  sins  that  exist  in  the  nation.  And  they  hold  the  obli- 
^tion  to  exterminate  it,  to  be  paramount  to  all  others. 

If  slavery  be  thus  sinful,  it  behooves  all  Christians  who  are 
involved  in  the  sin,  to  repent  in  dust  and  ashes,  and  wash  their 
hands  of  it,  without  consulting  with  flesh  and  blood.  Sin  in  the 
eight  of  God  is  something  which  God  in  his  word  makes  known 
to  be  wrong,  either  by  preceptive  prohibition,  by  principles  of 
moral  fitness,  or  examples  of  inspired  men,  contained  in  the 
Bacred  volume.    When  these  furnish  no  law  to  condemn  human 

m 

conduct,  there  is  no  transgression.  Christians  should  produce  a 
**  thus  saith  the  Lord,"  both  for  what  they  condemn  as  sinful,  and 
for  what  they  approve  as  lawful,  in  the  sight  of  heaven. 

It  is  to  be  hoped,  that  on  a  question  of  such  vital  importance  as 
this  to  the  peace  and  safety  of  our  common  country,  as  well  as  to 
the  welfare  of  the  church,  we  shall  be  seen  cleaving  to  the  Bible, 
and  taking  all  our  decisions  about  this  matter,  from  its  inspired 
pages.  "With  men  from  the  North,  I  have  observed  for  many 
years  a  palpable  ignorance  of  the  Divine  will,  in  reference  to  the 
institution  of  slavery.  I  have  seen  but  a  few  who  made  the  Bible 
their  study,  that  had  obtained  a  knowledge  of  what  it  did  revea!: 

(461) 
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on  this  subject.     Of  late  their  denunciation  of  slavery  as  a  sin,  is 
loud  and  long. 

I  propose,  therefore,  to  examine  the  sacred  volume  briefly,  and 
if  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken,  I  shall  be  able  to  make  it  appear 
that  the  institution  of  slavery  has  received,  in  the  first  place, 
"^  1st.  The  sanction  of  the  Almighty  in  the  Patriarchal  age. 

2d.  That  it  was  incorporated  into  the  only  National  Constitution 
which  ever  emanated  from  God. 

3d.  That  its  legality  was  recognized,  and  its  relative  duties 
regulated,  by  Jesus  Christ  in  his  kingdom ;  and 

4th.  That  it  is  foil  of  mercy. 

Before  I  proceed  further,  it  is  necessary  that  the  terms  used  to 
designate  the  thing,  be  defined.  It  is  not  a  name,  but  a  thing, 
that  is  denounced  as  sinful ;  because  it  is  supposed  to  be  contrary 
to,  and  prohibited  by  the  Scriptures. 

Our  translators  have  used  the  term  servant,  to  designate  a  state 
in  which  persons  were  serving,  leaving  us  to  gather  the  relation 
between  the  party  served,  and  the  party  rendering  the  service, 
from  other  terms.  The  term  slave,  signifies  with  us,  a  definite 
state,  condition,  or  relation,  which  state,  condition,  or  relation,  is 
precisely  that  one  which  is  denounced  as  sinful.  This  state,  con- 
dition, or  relation,  is  that  in  which  one  human  being  is  held  with- 
out his  consent,  by  another,  as  property  ;*  to  be  bought,  sold,  and 
transferred,  together  with  increase,  as  property  forever.  Now, 
this  precise  thing,  is  denounced  by  a  portion  of  the  people  of 
these  United  States,  as  the  greatest  individual  and  national  sin 
that  is  among  us,  and  is  thought  to  be  so  hatefol  in  the  sight  of 

♦  The  property  in  slaves  in  the  United  States  is  their  service  or  labor.  The 
Constitution  guarantees  this  property  to  its  owner,  both  in  apprentices  and 
slaves.  And  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided,  Judge  Baldwin  presiding,  that  all 
the  means  "  necessary  and  proper  "  to  secure  this  property,  may  be  constitution- 
ally used  by  the  master,  in  the  absence  of  all  statute  law.  The  Roman  law 
made  the  slave  of  that  law,  to  bo,  not  ^personal  chattel ^  held  to  service  or  labor 
only,  as  is  the  American  apprentice  or  slave,  but  to  be  a  mere  thing  ;  and  guar- 
anteed to  the  master  the  right  to  do  with  that  mere  thing,  just  as  he  pleased. 
To  cut  it  up,  for  instance,  as  the  master  sometimes  did,  to  feed  fishes. 

Abolitionists  are  guilty  of  the  inexcusable  wickedness  of  holding  up  this 
ancient  Roman  slavery,  as  a  model  of  American  slavery ;  although  they  know 
that  the  personal  rights  of  apprentices  and  slaves,  are  as  well  defined  and  se- 
cured, by  judicial  decisions  and  statute  laws,  as  the  rights  of  husband  and  wife, 
parent  and  child. 
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God,  as  to  subject  the  nation  to  rainous  judgments,  if  it  be  not 
removed.  Now,  I  propose  to  show  from  the  Scriptures,  that  this 
state,  condition,  or  relation,  did  exist  in  the  patriarchal  age^  and 
that  the  persons  most  extensively  involved  in  the  sin,  if  it  be  a  sin, 
are  the  very  persons  who  have  been  singled  out  by  the  Almighty, 
as  the  objects  of  his  special  regard — whose  character  and  conduct 
he  has  caused  to  be  held  up  as  models  for  future  generations. 
Before  we  conclude  slavery  to  be  a  thing  hateM  to  God,  and  a 
great  sin  in  his  sight,  it  is  proper  that  we  should  search  the 
records  he  has  given  us,  with  care,  to  see  in  what  light  he  has 
looked  upon  it,  and  find  the  warrant  for  concluding,  that  we  shall 
honor  him  by  efforts  to  abolish  it ;  which  efforts,  in  their  conse- 
quences, may  involve  the  indiscriminate  slaughter  of  the  innocent 
and  the  guilty,  the  master  and  the  servant.  We  all  believe  him 
to  be  a  Being  who  is  the  same  yesterday,  to-day,  and  forever. 

The  first  recorded  language  which  was  ever  uttered  in  relation 
to  slavery,  is  the  inspired  language  of  Noah.  In  God's  stead  he 
says,  ^^  Cursed  be  Canaan ;"  ^^  a  servant  of  servants  shall  he  be 
to  his  brethren."  "  Blessed  be  the  Lord  God  of  Shem  ;  and  Ca- 
naan shall  be  his  servant."  ^^  God  shall  enlarge  Japheth,  and  he 
shall  dwell  in  the  tents  of  Shem ;  and  Canaan  shall  be  his  serv- 
ant."— Gen.  ix:  25,  26,  27.  Here,  language  is  used,  showing 
thiQ  favor  which  God  would  exercise  to  the  posterity  of  Shem  and 
Japheth,  while  they  were  holding  the  posterity  of  H^m  in  a  state 
of  abject  hondage.  May  it  not  be  said  in  truth,  that  God  decreed 
this  institution  before  it  existed;  and  has  he  not  connected  its. 
existence  with  prophetic  tokens  of  special  favor,  to  those  who 
should  be  slave  owners  or  masters  ?  He  is  the  same  God  now, 
that  he  was  when  he  gave  these  views  of  his  moral  character  to 
the  world ;  and  unless  the  posterity  of  Shem  and  Japheth,  from 
whom  have  sprung  the  Jews,  and  all  the  nations  of  £urope  and 
America,  and  a  great  part  of  Asia,  (the  African  race  that  is  in 
them  excepted,) — I  say,  unless  they  are  all  dead,  as  well  as  the 
Oanaanitcs  or  Africans,  who  descended  from  Ham,  then  it  is 
quite  possible  that  his  favor  may  now  be  found  with  one  class  of 
men  who  are  holding  another  class  in  bondage.  Be  this  as  it 
may,  God  decreed  slavery — and  shows  in  that  decree,  tokens  of 
good-will  to  the  master.  The  sacred  records  occupy  but  a  short 
space  from  this  inspired  ray  on  this  subject,  until  they  bring  to 
our  notice,  a  man  that  is  held  up  as  a  model,  in  all  that  adorns 
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human  nature,  and  as  one  that  God  delighted  to  honor.  This 
man  is  Abraham,  honored  in  the  sacred  records,  with  the  appella- 
tion, "Father"  of  the  "faithful.-'  Abraham  was  a  native  of  Ur, 
of  the  Chaldees.  From  thence  the  Lord  called  him  to  go  to  a 
country  which  ho  would  show  him ;  and  he  obeyed,  not  knowing 
whither  he  went.  He  stopped  for  a  time  at  Haran,  where  his 
father  died.  From  thence  he  "  took  Sarai  his  wife,  and  Lot  his 
brother's  son,  and  all  their  substance  that  they  had  gathered,  and 
the  souls  they  had  gotten  in  Haran,  and  they  went  forth  to  go 
into  the  land  of  Canaan." — Gen.  xii :  5. 

All  the  ancient  Jewish  writers  of  note,  and  Christian  commen- 
tators agree,  that  by  the  "  souls  they  had  gotten  in  Haran,"  as 
our  translators  render  it,  are  meant  their  slaves,  or  those  persons 
they  had  bought  with  their  money  in  Haran.  In  a  few  years 
after  their  arrival  in  Canaan,  Lot  with  all  he  had  was  taken  cap- 
tive. So  soon  as  Abraham  heard  it,  he  armed  three  hundred 
and  eighteen  slaves  that  were  born  in  his  house,  and  retook  him. 
How  great  must  have  been  the  entire  slave  family,'to  produce  at 
this  period  of  Abraham's  life,  such  a  number  of  young  slaves 
able  to  bear  arms. — Gen.  xiv:  14. 

Abraham  is  constantly  held  up  in  the  sacred  story,  as  the  sub- 
ject of  gi'eat  distinction  among  the  princes  and  sovereigns  of  the 
countries  in  which  he  sojourned.  This  4i8tiuction  was  on  account 
of  his  great  wealth.  When  he  proposed  to  buy  a  burying-ground 
at  Sarah's  death,  of  the  children  of  Heth,  he  stood  up  and  spoke 
with  great  humili^  of  himself  as  "  a  stranger  and  sojourner  among 
them,"  (Gen.  xxiii :  4,)  desirous  to  obtain  a  burying-ground.  But 
in  what  light  do  they  look  upon  him ?  "Hear  us,  my  Lord,  thou 
art  a  mighty  prince  among  us." — Gen.  xxiii:  6.  Such  is  the 
light  in  which  they  viewed  him.  Wliat  gave  a  man  such  dis- 
tinction among  such  a  people?  Not  moral  qualities,  but  great 
wealth,  and  its  inseparable  concomitant,  power.  When  the  fam- 
ine drove  Abraham  to  Egypt,  he  received  the  highest  honors  of 
the  reigning  sovereign.  This  honor  at  Pharaoh's  court,  was  called 
forth  by  the  visible  tokens  of  immense  wealth.  In  Genesis  xii: 
15,  16,  we  have  the  honor  that  was  shown  to  him,  mentioned, 
vnth  a  list  of  his  property^  which  is  given  in  these  words,  in  the 
16th  verse:  "He  had  sheep,  and  oxen,  and  he-asses,  and  men- 
servants,  and  maid-servants,  and  she-asses,  and  camels."  The 
amount  of  his  flocks  may  be  inferred  from  the  numher  of  slaves 
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employed  in  tendlDg  them.  They  were  those  he  broDght  irom 
TJr  of  the  Chaldees,  of  whom  the  three  hundred  and  eighteen 
'were  bom;  those  gotten  in  Haran,  where  he  dwelt  for  a  short 
tiine,  and  those  which  he  inherited  from  his  father,  who  died  in 
IHaran.  When  Abraham  went  up  from  Egypt,  it  is  stated  in 
Oenesis  xiii:  2,  that  he  was  ^^very  rich^^^  not  only  in  flocks  and 
slaves^  but  in  ^^ silver  and  gold^'*  also. 

After  the  destruction  of  Sodom,  we  see  him  sojourning  in  the 
Idngdom  of  Gerar.  Here  he  received  from  the  sovereign  of  the 
country,  the  honors  of  equality ;  and  Abimelech,  the  king,  (as 
JPharoah  had  done  before  him,)  seeks  Sarah  for  a  wife,  under  the 
idea  that  she  was  Abraham's  sister.  When  his  mistake  was  dis- 
covered, he  made  Abraham  a  large  present.  Keason  will  tell  us, 
that  in  selecting  the  items  of  this  present,  Abimelech  was  gov- 
erned by  the  visible  indications  of  Abraham's  preference  in  the 
articles  of  wealth — and  that  above  all,  he  would  present  him  with 
xiothing  which  Abraham's  sense  of  moral  obligation  would  not 
allow  him  to  own.  Abimelech's  present  is  thus  described  in 
Genesis  xx:  14,  16,  "And  Abimelech  took  sheep,  and  oxen, 
and  men-servants,  and  women-servants,  and  a  thousand  pieces  of 
silver,  and  gave  them  unto  Abraham."  This  present  discloses  to 
ns  what  constituted  the  most  highly  prized  items  of  wealth, 
among  these  eastern  sovereigns  in  Abraham's  day. 

God  had  promised  Abraham's  seed  the  land  of  Canaan,  and 
that  in  his  seed  all  the  nations  of  the  earth  should  be  blessed. 
He  reached  the  age  of  eighty-five,  and  his  wife  the  age  of  seventy- 
five,  while  as  yet,  they  had  no  child.  At  this  period,  Sarah's  anxi- 
ety for  the  promised  seed,  in  connection  with  her  age,  induced  her 
to  propose  a  female  slave  of  the  Egyptian  stock,  as  a  secondary 
wife,  from  which  to  obtain  the  promised  seed.  This  alliance 
soon  pufied  the  slave  with  pride,  and  she  became  insolent  to 
her  mistress — the  mistress  complained  to  Abraham,  the  master. 
Abraham  ordered  Sarah  to  exercise  her  authority.  Sarah  did  so, 
and  pushed  it  to  severity,  and  the  slave  absconded.  The  divine 
oracles  inform  us,  that  the  angel  of  God  found  this  run-away 
bond-woman  in  the  wilderness ;  and  if  God  had  commissioned 
this  angel  to  improve  this  opportunity  of  teaching  the  world  how 
much  he  abhorred  slavery,  he  took  a  bad.  plan  to  acomplish  it. 
For,  instead  of  repeating  a  homily  upon  doing  to  others  as  wo 

"  would  they  should  do  unto  us,"  and  heaping  reproach  upon 
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Sarah,  as  a  hypocrite,  and  Abraham  as  a  tyrant,  and  giving 
Hagar  direction  how  she  might  get  into  Egypt,  from  whence  (ac- 
cording to  abolitionism)  shq  had  been  unrighteously  sold  into 
bondage,  the  angel  addressed  her  as  "Hagar,  Sarah's  maid," 
Gen.  xvi :  1,  9 ;  (thereby  recognizing  the  relation  of  master  and 
slave,)  and  asks  her,  "  whither  wilt  thou  go  ?"  and  she  said  "  I 
flee  from  the  face  of  my  mistress."  Quite  a  wonder  she  honored 
Sarah  so  much  as  to  call  her  mistress ;  but  she  knew  nothing  of 
abolition,  and  God  by  his  angel  did  not  become  her  teacher. 

We  have  now  arrived  at  what  may  be  called  an  dbv^e  of  the 
institution,  in  which  one  person  is  the  property  of  another,  and 
under  their  control,  and  subject  to  their  authority  without  their 
consent ;  and  if  the  Bible  be  the  book,  which  proposes  to  furnish 
the  case  which  leaves  it  without  doubt  that  God  abhors  the  insti- 
tution, here  we  are  to  look  for  it.  What,  therefore,  is  the  doctrine 
in  relation  to  slavery,  in  a  case  in  which  a  rigid  exercise  of  its 
arbitrary  authority  is  called  forth  upon  a  helpless  female ;  who 
might  use  a  strong  plea  for  protection,  upon  the  ground  of  being 
the  master's  wife.  In  the  face  of  this  case,  which  is  hedged 
around  with  aggravations  as  if  God  designed  by  it  to  awaken  all 
the  sympathy  and  all  the  abhorrence  of  that  portion  of  mankind, 
who  claim  to  have  more  mercy  than  God  himself — ^but  I  say,  in 
view  of  this  strong  case,  what  is  the  doctrine  taught  ?  Is  it  that 
God  abhors  the  institution  of  slavery ;  that  it  is  a  reproach  to 
good  men ;  that  the  evils  of  the  institution  can  no  longer  be 
winked  at  among  saints ;  that  Abraham's  character  must  not  be 
transmitted  to  posterity,  with  this  stain  upon  it ;  that  Sarah  must 
no  longer  be  allowed  to  live  a  stranger  to  the  abhorrence  God  has 
for  such  conduct  as  she  has  been  guilty  of  to  this  poor  helpless 
female?  I  say,  what  is  the  doctrine  taught?  Is  it  so  plain  that 
it  can  be  easily  understood  ?  and  does  God  teach  that  she  is  a 
bond-woman  or  slave,  and  that  she  is  to  recognize  Sarah  as  her 
mistress,  and  not  her  equal — that  she  must  return  and  submit 
herself  unreservedly  to  Sarah's  authority?  Judge  for  yourself, 
reader,  by  the  angel's  answer :  "  And  the  angel  of  the  Lord  said 
unto  her.  Return  unto  thy  mistress,  and  submit  thyself  under  her 
hands." — Gen.  xvi:  9. 

But,  says  the  spirit  of  abolition,  with  which  the  Bible  has  to 
contend,  you  are  building  your  house  upon  the  sand,  for  these 
were  nothing  but  hired  servants ;  and  their  servitude  designates 
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no  Buch  state,  conditioD,  or  relation,  as  that,  in  which  one  person 
is  made  the  property  of  another,  to  be  bought,  sold,  or  transferred 
forever.  To  this,  we  have  two  answers  in  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject, hefore  giving  the  law.  In  the  first  place,  the  term  servant, 
in  the  schedules  of  property  among  the  patriarchs,  does  designaie 
the  state,  condition,  or  relation  in  which  one  person  is  the  legal 
property  of  another,  as  in  Gen.  xxiv:  35,  36.  Here  Abraham's 
servant,  who  had  been  sent  by  his  master  to  get  a  wife  for  his  son 
Isaac,  in  order  to  prevail  with  the  woman  and  her  family,  states, 
that  the  man  for  whom  he  sought  a  bride,  was  the  son  of  a  man  ' 
whom  God  had  greatly  blessed  with  riches ;  which  he  goes  on  to 
enumerate  thus,  in  the  35th  verse :  "  He  hath  given  him  flocks, 
and  herds,  and  silver,  and  gold,  and  men-servants,  and  maid- 
servants, and  camels,  and  asses ;''  then  in  verse  36th,  he  states 
the  disposition  his  master  had  made  of  his  estate :  ^^My  master's 
wife  bare  a  son  to  my  master  when  she  was  old,  and  unto  hini  he 
hath  given  all  that  he  hath.'-  Here,  servants  are  enumerated 
with  silver  and  gold  as  part  of  the  patrimony.  And,  reader, 
bear  it  in  mind ;  as  if  to  rebuke  the  doctrine  of  abolition,  servants 
are  not  only  inventoried  as  property,  but  as  property  which  Ood 
had  given  to  Abraham.  After  the  death  of  Abraham,  we  have 
a  view  of  Isaac  at  Gerar,  when  he  had  come  into  the  possession 
of  this  estate ;  and  this  is  the  description  given  of  him  :  "  And 
the  man  waxed  great,  and  went  forward,  and  grew  until  he  be- 
came very  great ;  for  he  had  possession  of  flocks,  and  possession 
of  herds,  and  great  store  of  servanis.^'^ — Gen.  xxvi:  13,  14. 
This  state  in  which  servants  are  made  chattels,  he  received  as  an 
inheritance  from  his  father,  and  passed  to  his  son  Jacob. 

Again,  in  Genesis  xvii,  we  are  informed  of  a  covenant  God 
entered  into  with  Abraham ;  in  which  he  stipulates  to  bo  a  God 
to  him  and  his  seed^  (not  his  servants,)  and  to  give  to  his  seed 
the  land  of  Canaan  for  an  everlasting  possession.  He  expressly 
stipulates,  that  Abraham  shall  put  the  token  of  this  covenant 
upon  every  servant  born  in  his  house,  and  upon  every  servant 
hought  with  his  money  of  any  stranger. — Gen.  xvii:  12,  13. 
Here  again  servants  are  property.  Again,  more  than  four  hund- 
red years  afterward,  we  find  the  seed  of  Abraham,  on  leaving 
Egypt,  directed  to  celebrate  the  rite,  that  was  ordained  as  a 
memorial  of  their  deliverance,  viz :  the  Passover,  at  which  time 
the  same  institution  which  makes  property  of  men  and  wom^n^ 
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18  recoguized,  and  the  servant  botcffht  with  money ^  is  given  the 
privilege  of  partaking,  upon  the  ground  of  his  being  circumcised 
hy  his  master^  while  the  hired  servant,  over  whom  the  master  had 
no  such  control,  is  excluded  until  he  voluntarily  submits  to  cir- 
cumcision ;  showing  clearlj  that  the  institution  of  involuntary 
slavery  then  carried  with  it  a  right,  on  the  part  of  the  master, 
to  choose  a  religion  for  the  servant  who  was  his  money,  as 
Abraham  did,  by  God's  direction,  when  he  imposed  circumcision 
on  those  ho  had  bought  with  his  money, — when  he  was  circum- 
cised himself,  with  Ishmael  his  son,  who  was  the  only  individual 
beside  himself,  on  whom  he  had  a  right  to  impose  it,  except  the 
bond-servants  bought  of  the  stranger  with  his  money,  and  their 
children  born  in  his  house.  The  next  notice  we  have  of  servants 
as  property,  is  from  God  himself,  when  clothed  with  all  the 
visible  tokens  of  his  presence  and  glory,  on  the  top  of  Sinai, 
when  he  proclaimed  his  law  to  the  millions  that  surrounded  its 
base:  " Tho*  shalt  not  covet  thy  neighbor's  house,  thou  shalt  not 
covet  thy  neighbor's  wife,  nor  his  man-servant,  nor  his  maid- 
servant, nor  his  ox,  nor  his  ass,  nor  any  thing  that  is  thy  neigh- 
bor's."— Ex.  xx:  17.  Here  is  a  patriarchal  catalogue  of  pro- 
perty, having  God  for  its  author,  the  wife  among  the  rest,  who 
wap  then  purchased,  as  Jacob  purchased  his  two,  by  fourteen 
years'  service.  Here  the  term  servant,  as  used  by  the  Almighty, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case  could  not  be  understood  by 
these  millions,  as  meaning  any  thing  but  property,  because  the 
night  they  left  Egypt,  a  few  weeks  before,  Moses,  by  Divine 
authority,  recognized  their  servants  as  property,  which  they  had 
bought  with  their  money. 

2d.  In  addition  to  the  evidence  from  the  context  of  these,  and 
various  other  places,  to  prove  the  term  servant  to  be  identical  in 
the  import  of  its  essential  particulars  with  the  term  slave  among 
U8|  there  is  unquestionable  evidence,  that  in  the  patriarchal  agSy 
there  are  two  distinct  states  of  servitude  alluded  to,  and  which 
are  indicated  by  two  distinct  terms,  or  by  the  same  term,  and  an 
adjective  to  explain. 

These  two  terms  are  first,  servant  or  bond-servant ;  second, 
hireling  or  hired  servant ;  the  first  indicating  involuntary  servi- 
tude ;  the  second,  voluntary  servitude  for  stipulated  wages,  and  a 
specified  time.  Although  this  admits  of  the  clearest  proof  under  the 
law^  yet  it  admits  of  proof  before  the  law  was  given.   On  the  night 
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the  Israelites  left  Egypt,  which  was  before  the  law  was  given,  Mo- 
ses, in  designating  the  qualifications  necessary  for  the  Passover, 
uses  this  language, — Exod.  xii :  44,45 :  "Every  man's  servant  that 
is  bought  for  money,  when  thou  hast  circumcised  him,  then  shall 
he  eat  thereof.  A  foreigner  and  an  hired  servant  shall  not  eat 
thereof."  This  language  carries  to  the  human  mind,  with  irresist- 
ible force,  the  idea  of  two  distinct  states — one  a  state  oi  freedorriy 
the  other  a  state  oihondage:  in  one  of  which,  a  person  is  serving 
with  his  consent  for  wages ;  in  the  other  of  which  a  person  is 
serving  without  his  consent^  according  to  his  master's  pleasure. 

Again,  in  Job  iii.  Job  expresses  the  strong  desire  he  had  been 
made  by  his  afflictions  to  feel,  that  he  had  died  in  his  infancy. 
"For  now,"  says  he,  "should  I  have  lain  still  and  been  quiet,  I 
should  have  slept :  then  had  I  been  at  rest.  There  (meaning  the 
grave)  the  wicked  cease  from  troubling,  and  there  the  weary  be 
at  rest.  There  the  prisoners  rest  together ;  they  hear  not  the 
voice  of  the  oppressor.  The  small  and  the  great  are  there,  and 
the  servant  is  free  from  his  master." — Job  iii:  11,  13,  17,  18,  19. 
Now,  I  ask  any  common-sense  man  to  account  for  the  expression 
in  this  connection,  "there  the  servant  is  free  from  his  master." 
Afflictions  are  referred  to,  arising  out  of  states  or  coyiditions^ 
from  which  ordinarily  nothing  but  death  brings  relief.  Death 
puts  an  end  to  afflictions  of  body  that  are  incurable,  as  he  took 
his  own  to  be,  and  therefore  he  desired  it. 

The  troubles  brought  on  good  men  by  a  wicked  persecuting 
world,  last  for  life ;  but  in  death  the  wicked  cease  from  troubling, 
— death  ends  that  relation  or  state  out  of  which  such  troubles 
grow.  The  prisoners  of  the  oppressors,  in  that  age,  stood  in  a 
relation  to  their  oppressor^  which  led  the  oppressed  to  expect  they 
would  hear  the  voice  of  the  oppressor  until  death.  But  deat?^ 
broke  the  relation^  and  was  desired,  because  in  the  grave  they 
would  hear  his  voice  no  more. 

All  the  distresses  growing  out  of  inequalities  in  human  condi- 
tion ;  as  wealth  and  power  on  one  side,  and  poverty  and  weak- 
ness on  the  other,  were  terminated  by  death ;  the  grave  brought 
"both .to  a  level:  the  small  and  the  great  are  there,  and  there,  (that 
is,  in  the  grave,)  he  adds,  the  servant  is  free  from  his  master ; 
made  so,  evidently,  by  death.  The  relation^  or  state  out  of  which 
lis  oppression  had  arisen,  being  destroyed  by  deaths  he  would  be 
.freed  from  them,  because  he  would,  by  death^  be  freed  from  his 
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master  who  inflicted  them.  This  view  of  the  case,  and  this  only, 
will  account  for  the  use  of  such  language.  But  upon  a  supposi- 
tion that  a  state  or  relation  among  men  is  referred  to,  that  is  vol- 
untary^ such  as  that  between  a  hired  servant  and  his  employer^ 
that  can  be  dissolved  at  the  pleasure  of  the  servant^  the  language 
is  without  meaning,  and  perfectly  unwarranted ;  while  such  a 
relation  as  that  of  involuntary  and  hereditai^y  servitude,  where 
the  master  had  unlimited  power  over  his  servant,  and  in  an  age 
when  cruelty  was  common,  there  is  the  greatest  propriety  in 
making  the  servant  or  slave,  a  companion  with  himself^  in  afflic- 
tion^ as  well  as  the  oppressed  and  afflicted,  in  every  class  where 
deuth  alone  dissolved  the  state  or  condition^  out  of  which  their 
afflictions  grew.  Beyond  all  doubt,  this  language  refers  to  a 
state  of  hereditai^  hondage^  from  the  afflictions  of  which,  ordi- 
narily^ nothing  in  that  day  brought  relief  but  death. 

Again,  in  chapter  7th,  he  goes  on  to  defend  himself  in  his 
eager  desire  for  death,  in  an  address  to  God.  He  says,  it  is 
natural  for  a  servant  to  desire  the  shadow,  and  a  hireling  his 
wages :  "As  the  servant  earnestly  desireth  the  shadow,  and  as 
the  hireling  looketh  for  the  reward  of  liis  work,"  so  it  is  with  me, 
should  be  supplied. — Job  vii:  2.  Now,  with  the  previous  light 
shed  upon  the  use  and  meaning  of  these  terms  in  the  patriarchal 
Scriptures^  can  any  man  of  candor  bring  himself  to  believe  that 
two  states  or  conditions  are  not  here  referred  to,  in  one  of  which, 
the  highest  reward  after  toil  is  mere  rest ;  in  the  other  of  which, 
the  reward  was  wages  ?  And  how  appropriate  is  the  language  in 
reference  to  these  two  states. 

The  slave  is  represented  as  earnestly  desiring  the  shadow^ 
because  his  condition  allowed  him  no  prospect  of  any  thing  more 
desirable ;  but  the  hireling  as  looking  for  the  reward  of  his  work, 
because  thai  will  be  an  equivalent  for  his  fatigue. 

So  Job  looked  at  deaths  as  being  to  his  body  as  the  servant's 
shade^  therefore  he  desired  it ;  and  like  the  hireling's  wages^  be- 
cause heyond  the  grave^  he  hoped  to  reap  the  fruit  of  his  doings. 
Again,  Job  (xxxi :)  finding  himself  the  subject  of  suspicion  (see 
from  verse  1  to  30)  as  to  the  rectitude  of  his  past  life,  clears 
himself  of  various  sins,  in  the  most  solemn  manner,  as  nnchas- 
tity,  injustice  in  his  dealings,  adultery,  contempt  of  his  servants, 
unkindness  to  the  poor,  covetousness,  the  pride  of  wealth,  etc. 
And  in  the  13th,  14th,  and  15th  verses  he  thus  expresses  him- 
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self:  "If  I  did  despise  the  caase  of  my  man-servant,  or  my 
maid-servant,  when  they  contended  with  me,  what  then  shall  I  do 
when  God  rises  up?  And  when  he  visiteth,  what  shall  I  answer 
him  ?  Did  not  he  that  made  me  in  the  womb,  make  him  ?  And 
did  not  one  fashion  us  in  the  womb?''  Taking  this  language  in 
connection  with  the  language  employed  by  Moses,  in  reference  to 
the  institution  of  involuntary  servitude  in  that  age^  and  especially 
in  connection  with  the  language  which  Moses  employs  after  tTie 
law  was  given^  and  what  else  can  be  understood,  than  a  reference 
to  a  class  of  duties  that  slave  owners  felt  themselves  above  stoop- 
ing to  notice  or  perform,  but  which,  nevertheless,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  righteous  man  to  discharge:  for  whatever  proud  and 
wicked  men  might  think  of  a  poor  servant  that  stood  in  his  es- 
tate, on  an  equality  with  brutes,  yet,  says  Job,  he  that  made  me, 
made  them,  and  if  I  despise  their  reasonable  causes  of  complaint, 
for  injuries  which  they  are  made  to  suffer,  and  for  the  redress  of 
which  I  only  can  be  appealed  to,  then  what^hall  I  do,  and  how 
shall  I  fare,  when  I  carry  my  causes  of  complaint  to  him  who  is 
my  master,  and  to  whom  only  I  can  go  for  relief?  When  he 
visiteth  me  for  despising  tJieir  cause^  what  shall  I  answer  him  for 
despising  mine  t  He  means  that  he  would  feel  self-condemned, 
and  would  be  forced  to  admit  the  justice  of  the  retaliation.  But 
on  the  supposition  that  allusion  is  had  to  hired  servants^  who 
were  voluntarily  working  for  wages  agreed  upon,  ^nd  who  were 
the  subjects  of  rights  for  the  protection  of  whic\  their  appeal 
would  be  to  "the  judges  in  the  gate,"  as  much  as  any  other  class 
of  men,  then  there  is  no  point  in  the  statement.  For  doing  that 
which  can  be  demanded  as  a  legal  rights  gives  us  no  claim  to  the 
character  of  merciful  henef abators .  Job  himself  was  a  great  slave- 
holder, and,  like  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob,  won  no  small  por- 
tion of  his  claims  to  character  with  God  and  men  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  discharged  his  duty  to  his  slaves.  Once  more :  the 
conduct  of  Joseph  in  Egypt,  as  Phara^h^s  counsellor^  under  all 
the  circumstances,  proves  him  a  friend  to  absolute  slavery,  as  a 
form  of  government  better  adapted  to  the  state  of  the  world  at 
that  time,  than  the  one  which  existed  in  Egypt;  for  certain  it  is, 
that  he  peaceably  effected  a  change  in  the  fundamental  law,  by 
which  a  state^  condition^  or  relation^  between  Pharaoh  and  the 
Egyptians  was  established,  which  answers  to  the  one  now  do- 
»»ounced  as  sinful  in  the  sight  of  God.    Being  warned  of  God,  he 
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gathered  up  all  the  surplus  grain  in  the  years  of  plenty,  and  sold 
it  out  in  the  years  of  famine,  until  he  gathered  up  all  the  money ; 
and  when  money  failed,  the  Egyptians  came  and  said,  "  Give  us 
bread  ;"  and  Joseph  said,  "  Give  your  cattle,  and  I  will  give  for 
your  cattle,  if  money  fail."  When  that  year  was  ended,  they 
came  unto  him  the  second  year,  and  said,  "There  is  not  aught 
left  in  sight  of  my  Lord,  but  our  bodies  and  our  lands.  Buy  us 
and  our  lands  for  bread."  And  Joseph  bought  all  the  land  of 
Egypt  for  Pharoah. 

So  the  land  became  Pharoah's,  and  as  for  the  people,  he  re- 
moved them  to  cities,  from  one  end  of  the  borders  of  Egypt,  even 
to  the  other  end  thereof.  Then  Joseph  said  unto  the  people, 
"Behold !  I  have  bought  you  this  day,  and  your  land  for  Pharoah ; 
and  they  said,  ''  we  will  be  Pharoah's  servants." — See  Gen.  xlvii: 
14,  16, 19,  20,  21,  23,  25.  Having  thus  changed  the  fundamental 
law,  and  created  a  state  of  entire  dependence  and  hereditary  bond- 
age^ he  enacted  in  his  sovereign  pleasure,  that  they  should  give 
Pharoah  one  part,  and  take- the  other  four  parts  of  the  productions 
of  the  earth  to  themselves.  How  far  the  hand  of  God  was  in  tliis 
overthrow  of  liberty,  I  will  not  decide ;  but  from  the  fact  that  he 
has  singled  out  the  greatest  slaveholdei-s  of  that  age,  as  the  ob- 
jects of  his  special  favor,  it  would  seem  that  the  institution  was 
one  furnishing  great  opportunities  to  exercise  grace  and  glorify 
God,  as  it  still  docs,  where  its  duties  are  faithfully  discharged. 

I  have  been  tedious  on  this  first  proposition,  but  I  hope  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  to  Christians  as  well  as  to  statesmen  will 
b^  my  apology.  I  have  written  it,  not  for  victory  over  an  adver- 
sary, or  to  support  error  or  falsehood,  but  to  gather  up  God's  wiU 
in  reference  to  holding  men  and  women  in  bondage^  in  thepairi- 
arcJiol  age.  And  it  is  clear,  in  the  first  place,  that  God  decreed 
this  state  before  it  existed.  Second.  It  is  clear  that  the  highest 
manifestations  of  good-will  which  he  ever  gave  to  mortal  man, 
was  given  to  Abraham,  in  that  covenant  in  which  he  required 
him  to  circumcise  all  his  male  servants^  which  he  had  bought 
with  his  money ^  and  that  were  born  of  them  in  his  house.  Third. 
It  is  certain  that  he  gave  the%e  servants  as  property  to  Isaac. 
Fourth.  It  is  certain  that,  as  the  owner  of  these  slaves^  Isaac 
received  similar  tokens  of  God's  favor.  Fifth.  It  is  certain  that 
Jacob,  who  inherited  from  Isaac  his  father,  received  like  tokens 
of  divine  favor     Sixth.  It  is  certain,  from  a  fair  construction  of 
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language,  that  Job,  who  is  held  up  by  God  himself  as  a  model 
of  human  perfection,  was  a  great  slaveholder.  Seventh.  It  is 
certain,  when  God  showed  honor,  and  came  down  to  bless  Jacob's 
posterity,  in  taking  them  by  the  hand  to  lead  them  out  of  Egypt, 
they  were  the  owners  of  slaves  that  were  bought  toith  mojiey^  and 
treated  as  property  ;  which  slaves  were  allowed  of  God  to  unite 
in  celebrating  the  divine  goodness  to  their  masters^  while  hired 
servants  were  excluded.  Eighth.  It  is  certain  that  God  inter- 
posed to  give  Joseph  the  power  in  Egypt,  which  he  used,  to 
create  a  state,  or  condition,  among  the  Egyptians,  which  svhstan- 
tidily  agrees  Y^iXh patriarchal  and  modern  slavery.  Ninth.  It  is 
certain,  that  in  reference  to  this  institution  in  Abraham's  family, 
and  the  surrounding  nations,  for  five  hundred  years,  it  is  never 
censured  in  any  communication  made  from  God  to  men.  Tenth. 
It  is  certain,  when  God  put  a  period  to  that  dispensation^  he 
recognized  slaves  as  property  on  Mount  Sinai.  If,  therefore,  it 
has  become  sinful  since,  it  cannot  be  from  the  nature  of  ths 
thing ^  but  from  the  sovereign  pleasure  of  Ood  in  its  pi'ohibition. 
We  will  therefore  proceed  to  our  second  proposition,  which  is — 
Second. — ^That  it  was  incorporated  in  the  only  national  consti- 
tution emanating  from  the  Almighty.  By  common  consent,  that 
portion  of  time  stretching  from  Noah,  until  the  law  was  given  to 
Abraham's  posterity,  at  Mount  Sinai,  is  called  the  patriarchal  age ; 
this  is  the  period  we  have  reviewed^  in  relation  to  this  subject. 
From  the  giving  of  the  law  until  the  coming  of  Christ,  is  called 
the  Mosaic  or  legal  dispensation.  From  the  coming  of  Christ  to 
the  end  of  time,  is  called  the  Gospel  dispensation.  The  legal  dis- 
pensation is  the  period  of  time^  we  propose  now  to  examine^  in 
reference  to  the  institution  of  involuntary  and  hereditary  slavery; 
in  order  to  ascertain,  whether,  during  this  period,  it  existed  at  all, 
and  if  it  did  exists  whether  with  the  divine  sanction^  or  in  vio- 
lation of  the  divine  will.  This  dispensation  is  called  the  legal 
dispensation,  because  it  was  the  pleasure  of  God  to  take  Abra- 
ham's posterity  by  miraculous  power,  then  numbering  near  three 
millions  of  souls,  and  give  them  a  written  constitution  of  govern- 
ment, a  countiy  to  dwell  in,  and  a  covenant  of  special  protection 
and  Cavor,  for  their  obedience  to  his  law  until  the  coming  of 
Christ.  The  laws  which  he  gave  them  emanated  from  his  sover- 
eign pleasure,  and  were  designed,  in  the  first  place,  to  make  him- 
self known  in  his  essential  perfections;   second,  in  his  moral 
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character ;  third,  in  his  relation  to  man ;  and  fourth,  to  make 
known  those  principles  of  action  by  the  exercise  of  which  man 
attains  his  highest  moral  elevation,  viz :  supreme  love  to  God, 
and  love  to  others  as  to  ourselves. 

All  the  law  is  nothing  but  a  preceptive  exemplification  of  these 
two*  principles ;  consequently,  the  existence  of  a  precept  in  the 
law,  utterly  irreconcilable  with  these  principles,  would  destroy  all 
claims  upon  us  for  an  acknowledgment  of  its  divine  original. 
Jesus  Christ  himself  has  put  his  finger  upon  these  two  principles 
of  human  conduct,  (Deut.  vi :  5 — Levit.  xix :  18,)  revealed  in 
the  law  of  Moses,  and  decided,  that  on  them  hang  all  the  law  and 
the  prophets. 

The  Apostle  Paul  decides  in  reference  to  the  relative  duties  of 
men,  that  whether  written  out  in  preceptive  form  in  the  law  or 
nol,  they  are  all  comprehended  in  this  saying,  viz:  "thou  shalt 
love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself."  With  these  views  to  guide  us,  as 
to  the  acknowledged  design  of  the  law,  viz:  that  of  revealing  the 
eternal  principles  of  moral  rectitude,  by  which  human  conduct  is 
to  be  measured,  so  that  sin  may  abound,  or  be  made  apparent, 
and  righteousness  be  a'scertained  or  known,  we  may  safely  con- 
clude, that  the  institution  of  slavery,  which  legalizes  the  holding 
one  person  in  bondage  as  property  forever  by  another,  if  it  be 
morally  wrong,  or  at  war  with  the  principle  which  requires  us  to 
love  God  supremely,  and  om*  neighbor  as  ourself,  will,  if  noticed 
at  all  in  the  law,  be  noticed,  for  the  purpose  of  being  condemned 
as  sinful.  And  if  the  modern  views  of  abilitionists  be  correct, 
we  may  expect  to  find  the  institution  marked  with  such  tokens  of 
divine  displeasure,  as  will  throw  all  other  sins  into  the  shade,  as 
comparatively  small,  when  laid  by  the  side  of  this  monster. 
What,  then,  is  true  ?  Has  God  ingrafted  hereditary  slavery  upon 
the  constitution  of  government  he  condescended  to  give  to  his 
chosen  people — that  people,  among  whom  he  promised  to  dwell, 
and  that  he  required  to  be  holy  ?  I  answer,  he  has.  It  is  clear 
and  explicit.  He  enacts,  first,  that  his  chosen  people  may  take 
their  money,  go  into  the  slave  markets  of  the  surrounding  nations, 
(the  seven  devoted  nations  excepted,)  and  purchase  men-servauts 
and  women-servants,  and  give  them,  and  their  increase,  to  their 
children  and  their  children's  children,  forever ;  and  worse  still 
for  the  refined  humanity  of  our  age — ^he  guarantees  to  the  foreign 
slaveholder  perfect  protection,  while  he  comes  in  among  the  Is- 
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ndites,  for  the  purpose  of  dwelling,  and  raising  and  selling 
slaves,  who  should  be  acclimated  and  accustomed  to  the  habits  an'd 
institutions  of  the  country.    And  worse  still  for  the  sublimated 
humanity  of  the  present  age,  God  passes  with  the  right  to  buy  and 
possess,  the  right  to  govern,  by  a  severity  which  knows  no  bounds 
but  the  master^s  discretion.     And  if  worse  can  be,  for  the  moftid 
humanity  we  censure,  he  enacts  that  his  own  people  may  sell 
themselves  and  their  fiunilies  for  limited  periods,  with  the  privi- 
lege of  extending  the  time  at  the  end  of  the  sixth  year  to  the 
fiftieth  year  or  jubilee,  if  they  prefer  bondage  to  freedom.    Such 
is  the  precise  character  of  two  institutions,  found  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Jewish  commonwealth,  emanating  directly  from  Al- 
mighty God.    For  the  fifteen  hundred  years,  during  which  these 
laws  were  in  force,  God  raised  up  a  succession  of  prophets  to 
reprove  that  people  for  the  various  sins  into  which  they  fgU ;  yet 
there  is  not  a  reproof  uttered  against  the  institution  of  involun- 
tary slavery^  for  any  species  of  abuse  that  ever  grew  out  of  it. 
A  severe  judgment  is  pronounced  by  Jeremiah,  (chapter  xxxiv : 
see  from  the  8th  to  the  22d  verse,)  for  an  abuse  or  violation  of 
the  law,  concerning  the  voluntary  servitude  of  Hebrews  ;  but  the 
prophet  pens  it  with  caution,  as  if  to  show  that  it  had  no  refer- 
ence to  any  abuse  that  had  taken  place  under  the  system  of  in- 
voluntary slavery^  which  existed  by  law  among  that  people ;  the 
sin  consisted  in  making  hereditary  bond-men  and  bond- women  of 
Hebrews,  which  was  positively  forbidden  by  the  law,  and  not  for 
buying  and  holding  one  of  another  nation  in  hereditary  bondage, 
which  was  as  positively  allowed  by  the  law.    And  really,  in  view 
of  what  is  passing  in  our  country,  and  elsewhere,  among  men  who 
profess  to  reverence  the  Bible,  it  would  seem  that  these  must  be 
dreams  of  a  distempered  brain,  and  not  the  solemn  truths  of  that 
sacred  book. 

Well,  I  will  now  proceed  to  make  them  good  to  the  letter,  see 
Levit.  XXV :  44,  45,  46 ;  "  Thy  bond-men  and  thy  bond-maids 
which  thou  shalt  have,  shall  be  of  the  heathen  that  are  round 
about  you ;  of  them  shall  ye  buy  bond-men  and  bond-maids. 
Moreover,  of  the  children  of  the  strangers  that  do  sojourn  among 
you,  of  them  shall  ye  buy,  and  of  their  families  that  are  with  you, 
which  they  begat  in  your  land.  And  they  shall  be  your  posses- 
sion. And  ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for  your  children 
after  you,  to  inherit  them  for  a  possession   they  shall  be  your 
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bond-men  forever."  I  ask  any  candid  man,  if  the  words  of  this 
iAstitution  could  be  more  explicit?  It  is  from  God  himself;  it 
authorizes  that  people,  to  whom  he  had  become  king  and  law- 
giver^ to  purchase  men  and  women  as  property ;  to  hold  them  and 
their  posterity  in  bondage  ;  and  to  will  them  to  their  children  as 
a  ^ssession  forever ;  and  more,  it  allows  foreign  slaveholders 
to  settle  and  live  among  them;  to  hreed  slaves  and  sell  them. 
Now,  it  is  important  to  a  correct  understanding  of  this  subject, 
to  connect  with  the  right  to  huy  and  possess^  as  property,  the 
amount  of  authority  to  govern^  which  is  granted  by  the  law-giver  ; 
this  amount  of  authority  is  implied,  in  the  first  place,  in  the  law 
which  prohibits  the  exercise  of  rigid  authority  upon  the  Hebrews, 
who  ai'e  allowed  to  sell  themselves  for  limited  times.  "  If  thy 
brother  be  waxen  poor,  and  be  sold  unto  thee,  thou  shalt  not  com- 
pel him  to  serve  as  a  hond  servant^  but  as  a  hired  servant^  and 
as  a  sojourner  he  shall  be  with  thee,  and  shall  serve  thee  until 
the  year  of  jubilee — they  shall  not  he  sold  as  ho7id-men ;  thou 
shalt  not  rule  over  them  with  ng't?r."r— Levit.  xxv :  39,  40,  41,-  42, 
43.  It  will  be  evident  to  all,  that  here  are  two  states  of  servi- 
tude ;  in  reference  to  07ie  of  which,  rigid  or  compulsory  authority, 
i8  prohibited^  and^at  its  exercise  is  authorized  in  the  other. 

'Second. — In  the  criminal  code,  that  conduct  is  punished  with 
death,  when  done  to  a  freeman^  which  is  not  punishable  at  all, 
when  done  by  a  master  to  a  slave^  for  the  express  reason,  that  the 
slave  is  the  master^s  money,  "He  that  smiteth  a  man  so  that  he 
die,  shall  surely  be  put  to  death." — Exod.  xxi:  20,  21.  "If  a 
man  smite  his  servant  or  his  maid,  with  a  rod,  and  he  die  under 
his  hand,  he  shall  be  surely  punished ;  notwithstanding,  if  he  con- 
tinue a  day  or  two,  he  shall  not  be  punished,  for  he  is  his  money." 
— ^Exod.  xxi:  20.  Here  is  precisely  the  same  crime :  smiting  a 
man  so  that  he  die ;  if  it  be  a  freeman,  he  shall  surely  be  put  to 
death,  whether  the  man  die  under  his  hand,  or  live  a  day  or  two 
after ;  but  if  it  be  a  servant,  and  the  master  continued  the  rod  until 
the  servant  died  under  his  hand,  then  it  must  be  evident  that  such 
a  chastisement  could  not  be  necessary  for  any  purpose  of  whole- 
some or  reasonable  authority,  and  therefore  he  ma/  be  punished, 
but  not  with  death.  But  if  the  death  did  not  take  place  for  a  day 
or  two,  then  it  is  to  be  presumed^  that  the  master  only  aimed  to 
nse  the  rod,  so  far  as  was  necessary  to  produce  Bubordination,  and 
for  this,  the  law  which  allowed  him  to  lay  out  his  money  in  the 
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slave,  wonld  protect  him  against  all  pnnishment.  This  is  the 
common-sense  principle  which  has  been  adopted  substantially  in 
civilized  countries,  where  involuntary  slavery  has  been  instituted, 
from  that  day  until  this.  !N'ow,  hero  are  laws  that  authorize  the 
holding  of  men  and  women  in  bondage,  and  chastising  them  with 
the  rod,  with  a  severity  that  terminates  in  death.  And  he  who1>e- 
lieves  the  Bible  to  be  of  divine  authority,  believes  these  laws  were 
given  by  the  Holy  Ghost  to  Moses.  I  understand  modern  aboli- 
tion sentiments  to  be  sentiments  of  marked  hatred  against  such 
laws ;  to  be  sentiments  which  would  hold  God  himself  in  abhor- 
rence, if  he  were  to  give  such  laws  his  sanction  ;  but  he  has 
^ven  them  his  sanction ;  therefore,  they  must  be  in  harmony  with 
his  moral  character.  Again,  the  divine  Law-giver,  in  guarding 
the  property  right  in  slaves  among  his  chosen  people,  sanctions 
principles  which  may  work  the  separation  of  man  and  wife,  father 
and  children.  Surely,  my  reader  will  conclude,  if  I  make  this 
good,  I  shall  force  a  paii;  of  the  saints  of  the  present  day  to  bias-' 
pheme  the  God  of  Israel.  All  I  can  say  is,  truth  is  mighty,  and 
I  hope  it  will  bring  us  all  to  say,  let  God  be  true,  in  settling  the 
true  principles  of  humanity,  and  every  man  a  liar  who  says  slav- 
ery was  inconsistent  with  it,  in  the  days  of  the  Mosaic  law.  Now 
for  the  proof:  "  If  thou  buy  a  Hebrew  servant,  six  years  shall  he 
serve  thee,  and  in  the  seventh  he  shall  go  out  free  for  nothing ;  if 
he  came  in  by  himself,  he  shall  go  out  by  himself;  if  he  were  mar- 
ried, then  his  wife  shall  go  out  with  him  ;  if  his  master  have  given 
him  a  wife  (one  of  his  bond-maids)  and  she  have  borne  him  sons 
and  daughters,  the  wife  and  her  children  shall  be  her  master's  and 
he  shall  go  out  by  himself." — ^Exod.  xxi :  2,  3,  4.  Now,  the  God 
of  Israel  gives  this  man  the  option  of  being  separated  by  the  mas- 
ter, from  his  wife  and  children,  or  becoming  himself  a  servant 
forever,  with  a  mark  of  the  fact,  like  our  cattle,  in  the  ear,  that  can 
be  seen  wherever  he  goes ;  for  it  is  enacted,  "  If  the  servant  shall 
plainly  say,  I  love  my  master,  my  wife,  and  my  children,  I  will  not 
go  out  free,  then  his  master  shall  bring  him  unto  the  judges,  (in 
open  court,)  he  shall  also  bring  him  unto  the  door,  or  unto  the 
door  post,  (so  that  all  in  the  court-house,  and  those  in  the  yard 
may  be  witnesses,  and  his  master  shall  bore  his  ear  through  with  an 
awl ;  and  he  shall  serve  him  forever."  It  is  useless  to  spend  more 
time  in  gathering  up  what  is  written  in  the  Scriptures  on  this  sub- 
ject, from  the  giving  of  the  law  until  the  coming  of  Christ. 
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Here  is  the  authority,  from  God  himself,  to  hold  meu  and 
women,  and  their  increase,  in  slavery,  and  to  transmit  them  as 
property  forever ;  here  is  plenary  power  to  govern  them,  what- 
ever measure  of  severity  it  may  require  ;  provided  only,  that  to 
govern^  be  the  object  in  exercising  it.  Here  is  power  given  to  the 
master,  to  separate  man  and  wife,  parent  and  child,  by  denying 
ingress  to  his  premises,  sooner  than  compel  him  to  free  or  sell 
the  mother,  that  the  mamage  relation  might  be  honored.  The 
preference  is  given  of  God  to  enslaving  the  fatTier  rather  than 
freeing  the  mother  and  children. 

Under  every  view  we  are  allowed  to  take  of  the  subject,  the 
conviction  is  forced  upon  the  mind,  that  from  Abraham's  day, 
until  the  coming  of  Christ,  (a  period  of  two  thousand  years,)  this 
institution  found  favor  with  God.  No  marks  of  his  displeasure 
are  found  resting  upon  it.  It  must,  therefore,  in  its  moral  nature, 
be  in  harmony  with  those  moral  principles  which  he  requires  to 
be  exercised  by  the  law  of  Moses,  and  which  are  the  principles 
that  secure  harmony  and  happiness  to  .the  universe,  viz:  supreme 
love  to  God,  and  the  love  of  our  neighbor  as  ourself. — Dent,  vi : 
5. — ^Levit.  xix :  18.  To  suppose  that  God  has  laid  down  these 
fundamental  principles  of  moral  rectitude  in  his  law,  as  the  soul 
that  must  inhabit  every  preceptive  requirement  of  that  law,  and 
yet  to  suppose  he  created  relations  among  the  Israelites,  and  pre- 
scribed relative  duties  growing  out  of  these  relations,  that  are 
hostile  to  the  spirit  of  the  law,  is  to  suppose  what  will  never  bring 
great  honor  or  glory  to  our  Maker.  But  if  I  understand  that 
spirit  which  is  now  warring  against  slavery,  this  is  the  position 
which  the  spirit  of  God  forces  it  to  occupy,  viz :  that  God  has 
ordained  slavery,  and  yet  slavery  is  the  greatest  of  sins.  Such 
was  the  state  of  the  case  when  Jesus  Christ  made  his  appearance. 
We  propose — 

Third.  To  show  that  Jesus  Christ  recognized  this  institution 
as  one  that  was  lawful  among  men,  and  regulated  its  relative 
duties. 

Having  shown  from  the  Scriptures,  that  slavery  existed  with 
Abraham  and  the  patriarchs,  with  divine  approbation,  and  hav- 
ing shown  from  the  same  source,  that  the  Almighty  incorporated 
it  in  the  law,  as  an  institution  among  Abraham's  seed,  until  the 
coming  of  Christ,  our  precise  object  now  is,  to  ascertain  whether 
Jeans  Christ  has  aholished  it^  or  recognized  it  as  a  lawful  rda- 


OP    SLAVERY.  479 

tian^  existiDg  amoDg  men,  and  prescribed  daties  which  belong  to 
it,  as  he  has  other  relative  duties ;  snch  as  thgse  between  hnsband 
and  wife,  parent  and  child,  magistrate  and  snbject. 

And  first,  I  may  take  it  for  granted,  without  proof,  that  he  has 
not  abolished  it  by  commandment,  for  none  pretend  to  this. 
This,  by  the  way,  is  a  singular  circumstance,  that  Jesus  Christ 
should  put  a  system  of  measures  into  operation,  which  have  for 
their  object  the  subjugation  of  all  men  to  him  as  a  law-giver — 
kings,  legislators,  and  private  citizens  in  all  nations ;  at  a  time, 
too,  when  hereditary  slavery  existed  in  all ;  and  after  it  had  been 
incorporated  for  fifteen  hundred  years  into  the  Jewish  constitu- 
tion, immediately  given  by  God  himself.  I  say,  it  is  passing 
strange,  that  under  such  circumstances,  Jesus  should  fail  to  pro- 
hibit its  further  existence,  if  it  was  his  intention  to  abolish  it. 
Such  an  omission  or  oversight  cannot  be  charged  upon  any  other 
legislator  the  world  has  ever  seen.  But,  says  the  abolitionist,  he 
has  introduced  new  moral  principles,  which  will  extinguish  it  as 
an  unavoidable  consequence,  without  a  direct  prohibitory  com- 
mand. "What  are  they  ?  "  Do  to  others  as  you  would  they  should 
do  to  you."  Taking  these  words  of  Christ  to  be  a  body,  inclosing 
a  moral  soul  in  them,  what  soul,  I  ask,  is  it? 

The  same  embodied  in  these  words  of  Moses,  Levit.  xix :  18 ; 
"thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself;"  or  is  it  another?  It 
cannot  be  another,  but  it  must  be  the  very  same,  because.  Jesus 
says,  there  are  but  two  principles  in  being  in  God's  moral  govern- 
ment, one  including  all  that  is  dice  to  Ood^  the  other  all  that  is 
due  to  men. 

K,  therefore,  doing  to  others  as  we  would  they  should  do  to  us, 
means  precisely  what  loving  our  neighbor  as  ourself  means,  then 
Jesus  has  added  no  new  moral  principle  above  those  in  the  law 
of  Moses,  to  prohibit  slavery,  for  in  his  law  is  found  this  prin- 
ciple, and  slavery  also. 

The  very  God  that  said  to  them,  they  should  love  him  su- 
premely, and  their  neighbors  as  themselves,  said  to  them  also,  "of 
the  heathen  that  are  round  about  you,  thou  shalt  buy  bond-men 
and  bond-women,  and  they  shall  be  your  possession,  and  yo 
shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for  your  children  after  you,  to 
inherit  them  as  a  possession ;  they  shall  be  your  bond-men  for- 
ever." Now,  to  suppose  that  Jesus  Christ  left  his  disciples  to 
find  out,  without  a  revelation,  that  slavery  must  be  abolished,  as 
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a  natural  conseqncnce  from  the  fact,  that  when  God  established 
the  relation  of  master  and  servant  under  the  law,  he  said  to  the 
master  and  servant,  each  of  you  must  love  the  other  as  yourself, 
is,  to  say  the  least,  making  Jesus  to  presume  largely  upon  the 
intensity  of  their  intellect,  that  they  would  be  able  to  spy  out  a 
discrepancy  in  the  law  of  Moses,  which  God  himself  never  saw. 
Again:  if  "do  to  others  as  ye  would  they  should  do  to  you,"  is 
to  abolish  slavery,  it  will  for  the  same  reason,  level  all  inequali- 
ties in  human  condition.  It  is  not  to  be  admitted,  then,  that 
Jesus  Christ  introduced  any  new  moral  principle  that  must,  of 
necessity,  abolish  slavery.  The  principle  relied  on  to  prove  it, 
stands  boldly  out  to  view  in  the.  code  of  Moses,  as  the  soul^  that 
must  regulate^  and  co7itrol^  the  relation  of  master  and  servant^! 
and  therefore  cannot  abolish  it. 

Why  a  master  cannot  do  to  a  servant,  or  a  servant  to  a  master, 
as  he  would  have  them  do  to  him,  as  soon  as  a  wife  to  a  husband 
or  a  husband  to  a  wife,  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to  know.  The  wife 
is  "subject  to  her  husband  in  all  things"  by  divine  precept.  He 
is  her  "head,"  and  God  "suffers  her  not  to  usurp  authority  over 
him."  Now,  why  in  such  a  relation  as  this,  we  can  do  to  others 
as  we  would  they  should  do  to  us,  any  sooner  than  in  a  relation, 
securing  to  us  what  is  just  and  equal  as  sci*vant8,  and  due  respect 
and  faithful  service  rendered  with  good  will  to  us  as  masters,  I 
am  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  I  affirm  then,  first,  (and  no  man 
denies,)  that  Jesus  Christ  has  not  abolished  slavery  by  a  prohibi- 
tory command :  and  second,  I  affirm,  he  has  introduced  no  new 
moral  principle  which  can  work  its  destruction,  under  the  gospel 
dispensation ;  and  that  the  principle  relied  on  for  this  purpose,  is 
a  ftindamental  principle  of  the  Mosaic  law,  under  which  slavery 
was  instituted  by  Jehovah  himself:  and  third,  with  this  absence 
of  positive  prohibition,  and  this  absence  of  principle,  to  work  its 
ruin,  I  affirm,  that  in  all  the  Roman  provinces,  where  churches 
were  planted  by  the  apostles,  hereditary  slavery  existed,  as  it  did 
among  the  Jews,  and  as  it  does  now  among  us,  (which  admits  of 
proof  from  history  that  no  man  will  dispute  who  knows  any  thing 
of  the  matter,)  and  that  in  instructing  such  churches,  the  Holy 
Ghost  by  the  apostles,  has  recognized  the  institution,  as  one 
legally  existing  among  them,  to  be  perpetuated  in  the  church, 
.  and  that  its  duties  are  prescribed. 

Now  for  the  proof:  To  the  church  planted  at  Ephesus  the  capi- 
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tal  of  the  lesser  Asia,  Paul  ordains  by  letter,  subordination  in 
the  fear  of  God, — first  between  wife  and  husband  ;  second,  child 
and  parent ;  third,  servant  and  master ;  aZ2,  ds  states^  or  oondi- 
tions^  existing  among  the  members. 

The  relative  duties  of  each  state  are  pointed  out ;  those  be- 
tween the  servant  and  master  in  these  words :  "  Servants  be  obe- 
dient to  them  who  are  your  masters,  according  to  the  flesh,  with 
fear  and  trembling,  in  singleness  of  your  heart  as  unto  Christ ; 
not  with  eye  service  as  men  pleasers,  but  as  the  servants  of 
Christ,  doing  the  will  of  God  from  the  heart,  with  good-will, 
doing  service,  as  to  the  Lord,  and  not  to  men,  knowing  that  what- 
soever good  thing  any  man  doeth,  the  same  shall  he  receive  of 
the  Lord,  whether  he  be  bond  or  fi^e.  And  ye  masters  do  the 
same  things  to  them,  forbearing  threatening,  knowing  that  your 
master  is  also  in  heaven,  neither  is  there  respect  of  persons  with 
him."  Here,  by  the  Roman  law,  the  servant  was  property,  and 
the  control  of  the  master  unlimited,  as  we  shall  presently  prove^ 

To  the  church  at  Colosse,  a  city  of  Phrygia,  in  the  lesser 
Asia, — Paul  in  his  letter  to  them,  recognizes  the  three  relations 
of  wives  and  husbands,  parents  and  children,  servants  and  mas- 
ters, as  relations  existing  among  the  members ;  (here  the  Roman 
law  was  the  same ;)  and  to  the  servants  and  mastei*8  he  thus 
writes:  "Servants  obey  in  all  things  your  masters,  according 
to  the  flesh :  not  with  eye  service,  as  men  pleasers,'  but  in  sin- 
gleness of  heart,  fearing  God  :  and  whatsoever  you  do,  do  it  hear- 
tily, as  to  the  Lord  and  not  unto  men ;  knowing  that  of  the  Lord 
ye  shall  receive  the  reward  of  the  inheritance,  for  ye  serve  the 
Lord  Christ.  But  he  that  doeth  wrong  shall  receive  for  the  wrong 
he  has  done  ;  and  there  is  no  respect  of  persons  with  God.  Mas- 
ters give  unto  your  servants  that  which  is  just  and  equal,  know 
ing  that  you  also  have  a  master  in  heaven." 

The  same  Apostle  writes  a  letter  to  the  church  at  Corinth ; — 
a  very  important  city,  formerly  called  the  eye  of  Greece,  either 
from  its  location,  or  intelligence,  or  both,  and  consequently,  an 
important  point,  for  radiating  light  in  all  directions,  in  reference 
to  subjects  connected  with  the  cause  of  Jesus  Christ ;  and  particu- 
larly, in  the  bearing  of  its  practical  precepts  on  civil  society,  and 
the  political  structure  of  nations.  Under  the  direction  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  he  instructs  the  church,  that,  on  this  particular  subject, 

one  general  principle  was  ordained  of  God,  applicable  alike  in 
31 
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all  conntries  and  at  all  stages  of  the  church's  future  history,  and 
that  it  was  this :  "  as  the  Lord  has  called  every  one^  so  let  him 
woLTc?'^  "Let  every  man  abide  in  the  same  calling  wherein  he  is 
called/'  "  Let  everv  man  wherein  he  is  called,  therein  abide  with 
Qod.'^ — 1  Cor.  vii :  17,  20,  24.  "  And  %o  ordain  I  in  all  church- 
^/"vii:  17.     The  Apostle  thus  explains  his  meaning : 

"  Is  any  man  called  being  circumcised  ?  Let  him.  not  become 
uncircumcised." 

"  Is  any  man  called  in  uncircumcision  ?  Let  him  not  be  cir- 
cumcised." 
.  "Art  thou  called,  being  a  servant?  Oare  not  for  it,  but  if  thou 
mayest  be  made  free,  use  it  rather;"  vii:  18,  21.  Here,  by  the 
Roman  law,  slaves  were  property, — ^yet  Paul  ordains,  in  this,  and 
all  other  churches,  that  Christianity  gave  them  no  title  to  freedom, 
but  on  the  contrary,  required  them  not  to  care  for  being  slaves, 
or  in  other  words,  to  be  contented  with  their  atate^  or  relation^ 
unless  they  could  be  madefree^  in  a  lawful  way. 

Again,  we  have  a  letter  by  Peter,  who  is  the  Apostle  of  the 
circumcision — addressed  especially  to  the  Jews,  who  were  scat- 
tered through  various  provinces  of  the  Roman  empire;  compris- 
ing those  provinces  especially,  which  were  the  theater  of  their 
dispersion,  under  the  Assyrians  and  Babylonians.  Here,  for  the 
space  of  seven  hundred  and  fifty  years,  they  had  resided,  during 
which  time  those  revolutions  were  in  progress  which  terminated 
the  Babylonian,  Medo-Persian,  and  Macedonian  empires,  and 
transferred  imperial  power  to  Rome.  These  revolutionary  scenes 
of  violence  left;  one  half  the  human  race  (within  the  range  of 
their  influence,)  in  abject  bondage  to  the  other  half.  This  was 
the  state  of  things  in  these  provinces  addressed  by  Peter,  when 
he  wrote.  The  chances  of  war,  we  may  reasonably  conclude, 
had  assigned  a  full  share  of  bondage  to  this  people,  who  were 
despised  of  all  nations.  In  view  of  their  enslaved  condition  to 
the  Gentiles ;  knowing,  as  Peter  did,  their  seditious  character ; 
foreseeing,  from  the  prediction  of  the  Saviour,  the  destined  bond- 
age of  those  who  were  then  free  in  Israel,  which  was  soon  to  take 
place,  as  it  did,  in  the  fall  of  Jerusalem,  when  all  the  males  of 
seventeen,  were  sent  to  work  in  the  mines  of  Egypt,  as  slaves  to 
the  State,  and  all  the  males  under,  amounting  to  upwards  of 
ninety-seven  thousand,  were  sold  into  domestic  bondage ; — I  say, 
in  view  of  these  things,  Peter  was  moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost  to 
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write  to  tbem,  and  his  solicitude  for  such  of  them  as  were  in 
slavery,  is  vefj  conspicuous  in  his  letter ;  (read  carefully  from 
1  Peter,  2d  chapter,  fi-om  the  13th  verse  to  the  end ;)  but  it  is 
not  the  solicitude  of  an  abolitionist.  He  thus  addresses  them : 
"Dearly  beloved,  I  beseech  you."  He  thus  instructs  them: 
"Submit  yourselves  to  every  ordinance  of  man  for  the  Lord's 
sake."  "For  so  is  the  will  of  God."  "Servants,  be  subject  to 
your  masters  with  all  fear,  not  only  to  the  good  and  gentle,  but 
also  to  the  froward." — 1  Peter  ii:  11,  13,  15,  18.  "What  an 
important  document  is  this  I  enjoining  political  subjection  to  gov- 
ernments of  every  form^  and  Christian  subjection  on  the  part  of 
servants  to  their  masters,  whether  good  or  bad ;  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  forth  to  advantage,"  the  glory  of  the  gospel^  and  put- 
ting to  silence  the  ignorance  of  foolish  men,  who  might  think  it 
seditious. 

By  "every  ordinance  of  man,"  as  the  context  will  show,  is 
meant  govermental  regulations  or  laws,  as  was  that  of  the  Komans 
for  enslaving  their  prisoners  taken  in  war,  instead  of  destroying 
their  lives. 

When  such  enslaved  persons  came  into  the  church  of  Christ  let 
ihem  (says  Peter)  "be  subject  to  their  masters  with  all  fear," 
whether  such  masters  be  good .  or  bad.  It  is  worthy  of  remark, 
that  he  says  much  to  secure  civil  subordination  to  the  State,  and 
hearty  and  cheerful  obedience  to  the  masters,  on  the  part  of  serv- 
ants; yet  he  says  nothing  to  masters  in  the  whole  letter.  It 
would  seem  from  this,  that  danger  to  the  cause  of  Christ  was  on 
the  side  of  insxihordination  among  the  servants^  and  a  want  of 
humility  with  inferiors^  rather  than  haughtiness  among  superi- 
ors in  the  church. 

Gibbon,  in  his  Rome,  vol.  1,  pages  25,  26,  27,  shows,  from  stand- 
ard authorities,  that  Rome  at  this  time  swayed  its  scepter  over 
one  hundred  and  twenty  milliops  of  souls;  that  in  every  province, 
and  in  every  family,  absolute  slavery  existed;  that  it  was  at  least 
fifty  years  later  than  the  date  of  Peter's  letters,  before  tlie  absolute 
power  of  life  and  death  over  the  slave  was  taken  from  the  master^ 
and  committed  to  the  magistrate ;  that  about  sixty  millions  of 
souls  were  held  as  property  in  this  abject  condition  ;  that  the  price 
of  a  slave  was  four  times  that  of  an  ox ;  that  their  punishments 
were  very  sanguinary ;  that  in  the  second  century,  when  their 
condition  began  to  improve  a  little,  emancipation  was  prohibited. 
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except  for  great  personal  merit,  or  some  public  service  rendered 
to  the  State ;  and  that  it  was  not  until  the  third  or  fourth  genera- 
tion after  freedom  was  obtained,  that  the  descendants  of  a  slave 
could  share  in  the  honors  of  the  State.  This  is  the  atate^  con- 
dition^ or  relation  among  the  memhers  of  the  apostolic  churcJies^ 
whether  among  Gentiles  or  Jews;  which  the  Holy  Ghost,  by 
Paul  for  the  Gentiles,  and  Peter  for  the  Jews,  recognizes  as  law- 
ful ;  the  mutual  duties  of  which  he  prescribes  in  the  language 
above.  Now,  I  ask,  can  any  man  in  his  proper  senses,  from  these 
premises,  bring  himself  to  conclude  that  slavery  is  abolished  hy 
Jesus  Christy  or  that  obligations  are  imposed  by  him  upon  his 
disciples  that  are  subversive  of  the  institution?  Knowing  as  we 
do  from  cotemporary  historians,  that  the  institution  of  slavery  ex- 
isted at  the  time  and  to  the  extent  stated  by  Gibbon — what  sort 
of  a  soul  a  man  must  have,  who,  with  these  facts  before  him,  will 
conceal  the  truth  on  this  subject,  and  hold  Jesus  Christ  responsi- 
ble for  a  scheme  of  treason  that  would,  if  carried  out,  have  brought 
the  life  of  every  human  being  on  earth  at  the  time,  into  the  most 
imminent  peril,  and  that  must  have  worked  the  destruction  of 
half  the  human  race  ? 

At  Rome,  the  authoritative  centre  of  that  vast  theater  upon 
which  the  glories  of  the  cross  were  to  be  won,  a  church  was 
planted.  Paul  wrote  a  long  letter  to  them.  On  this  subject  it  is 
full  of  instruction. 

Abolition  sentiments  had  not  dared  to  show  themselves  so  near 
the  imperial  sword.  To  warn  the  church  against  their  treasonable 
tendency,  was  therefore  unnecessary.  Instead,  therefore,  of  spe- 
cial precepts  upon  the  subject  of  relative  duties  between  master 
and  servant,  he  lays  down  a  system  of  practical  morality,  in  the 
12th  chapter  of  his  letter,  which  must  commend  itself  equally  to 
the  king  on  his  throne,  and  the  slave  in  his  hovel ;  for  while  its 
practical  operation  leaves  the  subject  of  earthly  government  to 
the  discretion  of  man,  it  secures  the  exercise  of  sentiments  and 
feelings  that  must  exterminate  every  thing  inconsistent  with  doing 
to  others  as  we  would  they  should  do  unto  us :  a  system  of  prin- 
ciples that  will  give  moral  strength  to  governments ;  peace,  secu 
rity,  and  good-will  to  individuals ;  and  glory  to  God  in  tht 
highest.  And  in  the  13th  chapter,  from  the  1st  to  the  end  of  the 
7th  verse,  he  recognizes  human  government  as  an  ordinance  of 
God,  which  the  followers  of  Christ  are  to  obey,  honor,  and  sup- 
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port;  not  only  from  dread  of  punishment,  but  for  conscience 
dok^j  which  I  believe  abolitionism  refuses  most  positively  to  do, 
to  such  governments  as  from  the  force  of  circumstances  even 
permit  slavery. 

Again.  But  we  are  furnished  with  additional  light,  and  if  we 
ai*e  not  gi*eatly  mistaken,  with  light  which  arose  out  of  circum- 
stances analogous  to  those  which  are  threatening  at  the  present 
moment  to  overthrow  the  peace  of  society,  and  deluge  this  nation 
with  blood.  To  Titus  whom  Paul  left  in  Crete,  to  set  in  order 
the  things  that  were  wanting,  he  wi*ites  a  letter,  in  which  ho 
warns  him  of  £alse  teachers,  that  were  to  be  dreaded  on  account 
of  their  doctrine.  While  they  professed  "to  know  God,"  that  is, 
to  know  his  will  under  the  gospel  dispensation,  "  in  works  they 
denied  him ;"  that  is,  they  did,  and  required  others  to  do,  what 
was  contrary  to  his  will  under  the  gospel  dispensation.  *'  They 
were  abominable,"  that  is,  to  the  Church  and  State,  "and  dis- 
obedient," that  is,  to  the  authority  of  the  apostles,  and  the  civil 
authority  of  the  land.  Titus,  he  then  exhorts,  "  to  speak  the 
things  that  become  sound  doctrine ;"  that  is,  that  the  members 
of  the  church  observe  the  law  of  the  land,  and  obey  the  civil 
magistrate ;  that  "  servants  be  obedient  to  their  own  masters,  and 
please  them  well  in  all  things,"  not  "answering  again,  not  pur- 
loining, but  showing  all  good  fidelity,  that  they  may  adorn  the 
doctrine  of  God  our  Saviour  in  all  things,"  in  that  which  sub- 
jects the  ecclesiastical  to  the  civil  authority  in  particular. 
^^  These  things  speak,  and  exhort  and  rebuke  with  all  authority ; 
let  no  man  despise  thee.  Put  them  in  mind  to  be  subject  to 
principalities  and  powers,  to  obey  magistrates." — Titus  i:  16, 
and  ii:  fix>m  1  to  10,  and  iii:  1.  The  context  shows  that  a  dqc 
trine  was  taught  by  these  wicked  men,  which  tended  in  its  influence 
on  servants,  to  bring  the  gospel  of  Christ  into  contempt  in  Church 
and  State,  because  of  its  seditions  and  insubordinate  character. 

But  at  Ephesus,  the  capital  of  the  lesser  Asia,  where  Paul  had 
labored  with  great  success  for  three  years — a  point  of  great  im- 
portance to  the  gospel  cause — ^the  Apostle  left  Timothy  for  the 
purpose  of  watching  against  the  false  teachers,  and  particularly 
against  the  abolitionists.  In  addition  to  a  letter  which  he  had 
addressed  to  this  church  previously,  in  which  the  mutual  duty  of 
master  and  servant  is  taught,  and  which  has  already  been  referred 
to,  he  further  instructs  Timothy  by  letter  on  the  same  subject: 
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"  Let  as  many  servants  as  are  under  the  yoke  count  their  masters 
worthy  of  all  honor,  that  the  name  of  God  and  his  doctrine  be 
not  blasphemed." — 1  Tim.  vi:  1.  These  were  unbelieving 
masters,  as  the  next  verse  will  show.  In  this  church  at  Ephesus, 
the  circumstances  existed,  which  are  brought  to  light  by  Paul's 
letter  to  Timothy,  that  must  silence  every  cavil,  which  men,  who 
do  not  know  God's  will  on  this  subject,  may  start  until  time  ends. 
In  an  age  filled  with  literary  men,  who  are  employed  in  trans* 
mitting  historically,  to  future  generations,  the  structure  of  society 
in  the  Roman  Empire ;  that  would  put  it  in  our  power  at  this 
distant  day,  to  know  the  state  or  condition  of  a  slave  in  the 
Roman  Empire,  as  wel^J  as  if  we  had  lived  at  the  time,  and  to 
know  beyond  question,  that  his  condition  was  precisely  that  one, 
which  is  now  denounced  as  sinful :  in  such  an  age,  and  in  such 
circumstances,  Jesus  Christ  causes  his  will  to  be  published  to  the 
world ;  and  it  is  this,  that  if  a  Christian  slave  have  an  unbeliev- 
ing master,  who  acknowledges  no  allegiance  to  Christ,  this 
believing  slave  must  count  his  master  worthy  of  all  honor, 
according  to  what  the  Apostle  teaches  the  Romans,  "Render, 
therefore,  to  all  their  dues,  tribute  to  whom  tribute  is  due,  custom 
to  whom  custom  is  due,  fear  to  whom  fear,  honor  to  whom  honor." 
— ^Rom.  xiii :  7.  Now,  honor  is  enjoined  of  God  in  the  Scrip- 
tures, from  children  to  parents — ^from  husbands  to  wives — from 
subjects  to  magistrates  and  rulers,  and  here  by  Jesus  Christ,  from 
Christian  slaves  to  unbelieving  masters,  who  held  them  as  prop- 
erty by  law,  with  power  over  their  very  lives.  And  the  command 
is  remarkable.  WTiile  we  are  commanded  to  honor  &tlier  and 
mother,  without  adding  to  the  precept  "  all  honor,"  here  a  Chris- 
tian servant  is  bound  to  render  to  his  unbelieving  master  "  all 
honor."  Why  is  this?  Because  in  the  one  case  nature  moves  in 
the  direction  of  the  command ;  but  in  the  other,  against  it. 
Nature  being  subjected  to  the  law  of  grace,  might  be  disposed  to 
obey  reluctantly;  hence  the  amplitude  of  the  command.  But 
what  purpose  was  to  be  answered  by  this  devotion  of  the  slave  ? 
The  Apostle  answers,  "  that  the  name  of  God  and  his  doctrine  (of 
subordination  to  the  law-making  power)  be  not  blasphemed,"  as 
they  certainly  would  by  a  contrary  course  on  the  part  of  the 
servant,  for  the  most  Obvious  reason  in  the  world;  while  the 
sword  would  have  been  drawn  against  the  gospel,  and  a  war  of 
extermination  waged  against  its  propagators,  in  every  province 
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of  the  Boman  Empire,  for  there  was  slavery  in  all ;  and  so  it 
would  be  now. 

Bnt,  says  the  caviler,  these  directions  are  given  to  Christian 
slaves  whose  masters  did  not  acknowledge  the  authority  of  Christ 
to  govern  them ;  and  are  therefore  defective  as  proof,  that  he  ap- 
proves of  one  Christian  man  holding  another  in  bondage.  Very 
well,  we  will  see.  In  the  next  verse,  (1  Timothy  vi :  2,)  he  says, 
^'and  they  that  have  believing  masters,  let  them  not  despise  them, 
because  they  are  brethren,  but  rather  do  them  service,  because 
they  are  faithful  and  beloved,  partakers  of  the  benefit."  Here  is 
a  great  change ;  instead  of  a  command  to  a  believing  slave  to 
render  to  a  believing  master  all  Jionor^  and  thereby  making  that 
believing  master  in  honor  equal  to  an  unbelieving  master,  here  is 
rather  an  exhortation  to  the  slave  not  to  despise  him^  hecause  he 
is  a  believer.  Now,  1  ask,  why  the  circumstance  of  a  master 
becoming  a  believer  in  Christ,  should  become  the  cause  of  his 
believing  slave  despising  him  while  that  slave  was  supposed  to 
acquiesce  in  the  duty  of  rendering  all  honor  to  that  master  before 
he  became  a  believer?  I  answer,  precisely^  and  only^  hecause 
there  were  abolition  teachers  among  them,  who  taught  otherwise^ 
and  consented  not  to  wholesome  words,  even  the  words  of  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ. — 1  Timothy  vii :  3 ;  and  "  to  the  doctrine 
which  is  according  to  godliness,"  taught  in  the  8th  verse,  viz : 
having  food  and  raiment,  servants  should  therewith  be  content ; 
for  the  pronoun  us,  in  the  8th  verse  of  this  connection,  means 
especially  the  servants  he  was  instructing^  as  well  as  Christians 
in  general.  ITiese  men  taught,  that  godliness  abolished  slavery, 
that  it  gave  the  title  of  freedom  to  the  slave,  and  that  so  soon  as 
a  man  professed  to  be  subject  to  Christ,  and  refused  to  liberate 
his  slaves,  he  was  a  hypocrite,  and  deserved  not  the  countenance 
of  any  who  bore  the  Christian  name.  Such  men,  the  Apostle 
says,  are  ^' proud,  (just  as  they  are  now,)  knowing  nothing," 
(that  is,  on  this  subject,)  but  "  doating  about  questions,  and  strifes 
of  words,  whereof  cometh  envy,  strife,  railings,  evil  surmisings, 
perverse  disputings  of  men  of  corrupt  minds,  and  destitute  of  the 
truth,  supposing  that  gain  is  godliness:  from  such  withdraw  thy- 
self."—1  Tim.  vi:  4,5. 

Such  were  the  bitter  fruits  which  abolition  sentiments  pro- 
duced in  the  Apostolic  day,  and  such  precisely  are  the  fruits  they 
produce  now. 
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Now,  I  say,  here  is  the  case  made  out,  which  certainly  would 
call  forth  the  command  from  Christ,  to  abolish  slavery,  if  he  ever 
intended  to  abolish  it.  Both  the  servant  and  the  master  were 
one  in  Christ  Jesus.  Both  were  members  of  the  same  church, 
both  were  under  unlimited  and  voluntary  obedience  to  the  same 
divine  law-giver. 

No  political  objection  existed  at  the  time  against  their  obe- 
dience to  him  on  the  subject  of  slavery ;  and  what  is  the  will,  not 
of  Paul,  but  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  immediately  in  person, 
upon  the  case  thus  made  out?  Does  he  say  to  the  master,  hav- 
ing put  yourself  under  my  government,  you  must  no  longer  hold 
your  brother  in  bondage?  Does  he  say  to  the  slave,  if  your 
master  does  not  release  you,  you  must  go  and  talk  to  him  pri- 
vately, about  this  trespass  upon  your  rights  under  the  law  of  my 
kingdom ;  and  if  he  does  not  hear  you,  you  must  take  two  or 
three  with  you ;  and  if  he  does  not  hear  them  then  you  must  tell 
it  to  the  church,  and  have  him  expelled  from  my  flock,  as  a  wolf 
in  sheep's  clothing  ?  I  say,  what  does  the  Lord  Jesus  say  to  this 
poor  believing  slave,  concerning  a  master  who  held  unlimited 
power  over  his  person  and  life,  under  the  Roman  law?  He  tells 
him  that  the  very  circumstance  of  his  master's  being  a  brother, 
constitutes  the  reason  why  he  should  be  more  ready  to  do  him 
service ;  for  in  addition  to  the  circumstance  of  his  being  a  brother 
who  would  be  benefited  by  his  service,  he  would  as  a  brother 
give  him  what  was  just  and  equal  in  return,  and  "forbear  threat- 
ening," much  less  abusing  his  authority  over  him,  for  that  he  (the 
master)  also  had  a  master  in  heaven,  who  was  no  respecter  of 
persons.  It  is  taken  for  granted,  on  all  hands  pretty  generally, 
that  Jesus  Christ  has  at  least  been  silent,  or  that  he  has  not  per- 
sonally spoken  on  the  subject  of  slavery.  Once  for  all,  I  deny 
it.  Paul,  after  stating  that  a  slave  was  to  honor  an  unbelieving 
master,  in  the  1st  verse  of  the  6th  chapter,  says,  in  the  2d  verse, 
that  to  a  believing  master,  he  is  the  rather  to  do  service,  becaose 
be  who  partakes  of  the  benefit  is  his  brother.  He  then  says,  if 
any  man  teach  otherwise,  (as  all  abolitionists  then  did,  and  now 
do,)  and  consent  not  to  wholesome  words,  "  even  the  words  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ."  Now,  if  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  uttered 
such  words,  how  dare  we  say  he  has  been  silent?  Khe  has  been 
silent,  how  dare  the  Apostle  say  these  are  the  words  of  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ,  if  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  never  spoke  them !    Where, 
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or  when,  or  on  what  occasion  he  spoke  them,  we  are  not  informed ; 
bnt  certain  it  is,  that  Paul  has  borne  false  witness,  or  that  Jesus 
Christ  has  uttered  the  words  that  impose  an  obligation  on  servants, 
who  are  abject  slaves,  to  render  service  with  good-will  from  the 
heart,  to  believing  masters,  and  to  account  their  unbelieving 
masters  as  worthy  of  all  honor,  that  the  name  of  God  and  his 
doctrine  be  not  blasphemed.  Jesus  Christ  revealed  to  Paul  the 
doctrine  which  Paul  has  settled  throughout  the  Gentile  world, 
(and  by  consequence,  the  Jewish  world  also,)  on  the  subject  of 
slavery,  so  far  as  it  affects  his  kingdom.  As  we  have  seen,  it  is 
clear  and  full. 

From  the  great  importance  of  the  subject,  involving  the  person- 
al liberty  of  half  the  human  race  at  that  time,  and  a  large  portion 
of  them  at  all  times  since,  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at,  that  Paul 
would  carry  the  question  to  the  Saviour,  and  plead  for  a  decisive 
expression  of  his  will,  that  would  forever  do  away  the  necessity 
of  inferring  any  thing  by  reasoning  from  the  premises  laid  down 
in  the  former  dispensation ;  or  in  the  patriarchal  age ;  and  at  Ephe- 
sus,  if  not  at  Crete,  the  issue  is  fairly  made,  between  Paul  on  the 
one  side,  and  certain  abolition  teachers  on  the  other,  when,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  official  intelligence  ordinarily  given  to  the  apostles  by 
the  Holy  Ghost,  to  guide  them  into  all  truth,  he  affirms,  that  the 
doctrine  of  perfect  civil  subordination,  on  the  part  of  hereditary 
slaves  to  their  masters,  whether  believers  or  unbelievers,  was  one 
which  he,  Paul,  taught  in  the  words  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  him- 
self. 

The  Scriptures  we  have  adduced  from  the  New  Testament,  tc 
prove  the  recognition  of  hereditary  slavery  by  the  Saviour,  as  a 
lawful  relation  in  the  sight  of  God,  lose  much  of  their  force  fi'om 
the  use  of  a  word  by  the  translators,  which  by  time,  has  lost  much 
of  its  original  meaning ;  that  is,  the  word  servant.  Dr.  Johnson^ 
in  his  Dictionary,  says:  '' Servant  is  one  of  the  few  words,  ^hich 
by  time  has  acquired  a  sofler  signification  than  its  original,  knave, 
degenerated  into  cheat.  While  servant^  which  signified  origin- 
ally, a  person  preserved  from  death  by  the  conqueror,  and  re- 
served for  slavery,  signifies  only  an  obedient  attendant."  Now, 
all  history  will  prove  that  the  servants  of  the  New  Testament  ad- 
dressed by  the  apostles,  in  their  letters  to  the  several  churches 
throughout  the  Roman  Empire,  were  such  as  were  perserved  from 
death  by  the  conqueror,  and  taken  into  slavery.     This  was  their 
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conditioD,  and  it  is  a  &ct  well  known  to  all  men  acquainted  with 
history.  Had  the  word  which  designates  their  condition,  in  our 
translation,  lost  none  of  its  original  meaning,  a  common  man 
could  not  have  fallen  into  a  mistake  as  to  the  condition  indicated. 
But  to  waive  this  ^ct  we  are  furnished  with  all  the  evidence  that 
can  be  desired.  The  Saviour  appeared  in  an  age  of  learning — the 
enslaved  condition  of  half  the  Koman  Empire,  at  the  time,  is  a 
fact  embodied  with  all  the  historical  records — the  constitution 
God  gave  the  Jews,  was  in  harmony  with  the  Eoman  regulations 
on  the  subject  of  slavery.  In  this  state  of  things,  Jesus  ordered 
his  gospel  to  be  preached  in  all  the  world,  and  to  every  creatui*e. 
It  was  done  as  he  defected ;  and  masters  and  servants,  and  per- 
sons in  all  conditions,  were  brought  by  the  gospel  to  obey  the 
Saviour.  Churches  were  constituted.  We  have  examined  the 
letters  written  to  the  churches,  composd  of  these  materials.  The 
result  is,  that  each  member  is  furnished  with  a  law  to  regulate  the 
duties  of  his  civil  station — from  the  highest  to  the  lowest. 

We  will  remark,  in  closing  under  this  head,  that  we  have  shown 
fix>m  the  text  of  the  sacred  volume,  that  when  God  entered  into  cov- 
enant  with  Abraham,  it  was  with  him  as  a  slaveholder ;  that  when 
he  took  his  posterity  by  the  hand  in  S^ypt,  five  hundrctl  yeai's  af- 
terwaixl  to  confirm  the  promise  made  to  Abraham,  it  was  done 
with  them  as  slaveholders  ;  that  when  he  gave  them  a  constitution 
of  government,  he  gave  them  the  right  to  perpetuate  hereditary 
slavery ;  and  that  he  did  not  for  the  fifteen  hundred  years  of  their 
national  existence,  express  disapprobation  toward  the  institution. 

We  have  also  shown  from  authentic  history  that  the  institution 
^   of  slavery  existed  in  every  family,  and  in  every  province  of  the 
Soman  Empire,  at  the  time  the  gospel  was  published  to  them. 

We  have  also  shown  from  the  New  Testament,  that  all  the 
churches  are  recognized  as  composed  of  masters  and  servants ; 
and  that  they  are  instructed  by  Christ  how  to  discharge  their  rela 
tive  duties ;  and  finally  that  in  reference  to  the  question  which 
was  then  started,  whether  Christianity  did  npt  abolish  the  institn- 
tion,  or  the  right  of  one  Christian  to  hold  another  Christian  in 
bondage,  we  have  shown,  that  ^^the  words  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ "  are,  that  so  far  from  this  being  the  case,  it  adds  to  the 
obligation  of  the  servant  to  render  service  with  good-will  to  his 
master,  and  that  gospel  fellowship  is  not  to  be  entertained  with 
peraons  who  will  not  consent  to  it  I 
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I  propose,  in  the  fourth  place,  to  show  that  the  institotion  of 
slavery  is  full  of  mercy.  I  shall  say  but  a  few  words  on  this  sub- 
ject. Authentic  history  warrants  this  conclusion,  that  for  a  long 
period  of  time,  it  was  this  institution  alone  which  furnished  a 
motive  for  sparing  the  prisoner's  life.  The  chances  of  war,  when 
the  earth  was  filled  with  small  tribes  of  men,  who  had  a  passion 
for  it,  brought  to  decision,  almost  daily,  conflicts,  where  nothing 
but  this  institution  interposed  an  inducement  to  save  the  van- 
quished. The  same  was  true  in  the  enlarged  schemes  of  conquest, 
which  brought  the  four  great  universal  empires  of  the  Scriptures 
to  the  zenith  of  their  power. 

The  same  is  true  in  the  history  of  Africa,  ae  far  back  as  we  can 
trace  it.  It  is  only  sober  truth  to  say,  that  the  institution  of 
slavery  has  saved  from  the  sword  more  lives,  including  their  in- 
crease, than  all  the  souls  who  now  inhabit  this  globe. 

The  souls  thus  conquered  and  subjected  to  masters,  who  feared 
not  God  nor  regarded  men,  in  the  days  of  Abraham,  Job,  and  the 
patriarchs,  were  surely  brought  under  great  obligations  to  the 
mercy  of  God,  in  allowing  such  men  as  these  to  purchase  them, 
and  keep  them  in  their  families. 

The  institution  when  engrafted  on  the  Jewish  constitution,  was 
designed  principally,  not  to  enlarge  the  number,  but  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  the  slaves  in  the  neighboring  nations. 

Under  the  gospel,  it  has  brought  within  the  range  of  gospel  in- 
fluence, millions  of  Ham's  descendant's  among  ourselves,  who 
but  for  this  institution,  would  have  sunk  down  to  eternal  ruin ; 
knowing  not  God,  and  strangers  to  the  gospel.  In  their  bondage 
here  on  earth,  they  have  been  much  better  provided  for,  and  great 
multitudes  of  them  have  been  made  the  freemen  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,  and  left  this  world  rejoicing  in  hope  of  the  glory  of  God. 
The  elements  of  an  empire,  which  I  hope  will  lead  Ethiopia  very 
soon  to  stretch  out  her  hands  to  God,  is  the  fruit  of  the  institution 
here.  An  ofiScious  meddling  with  the  institution,  from  feeling 
and  sentiments  unknown  to  the  Bible,  may  lead  to  the  extermi- 
nation of  the  slave  race  among  us,  who,  taken  as  a  whole,  are 
utterly  unprepared  for  a  higher  civil  state ;  but  benefit  them,  it  can- 
not. Their  condition,  a^  a  cUdss^  is  now  better  than  that  of  any 
other  equal  number  of  laborers  on  earth,  and  is  daily  improving. 

If  the  Bible  is  allowed  to  awaken  the  spirit,  and  control  the 
philanthropy  which  works  their  good,  the  day  is  not  fiir  distant 
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when  the  highest  wishes  of  saints  will  be  gratified,  in  haviug  con- 
ferred on  them  all  that  the  spirit  of  good-will  can  bestow.  This 
spirit  which  was  kindling  into  life,  has  received  a  great  check 
among  us  of  late,  by  that  trait  which  the  Apostle  Peter  reproves 
and  shames  in  his  officious  countrymen,  when  he  says :  "  But 
let  none  of  you  suffer  as  a  murderer,  or  as  a  thief,  or  as  an  evil 
doer,  or  as  a  busy-body  in  other  men's  matters."  Our  citizens 
have  been  murdered — our  property  has  been  stolen,  (if  the  re- 
ceiver is  as  bad  as  the  thief,) — our  lives  have  been  put  in  jeopardy 
—our  characters  traduced — and  attempts  made  to  force  political 
slavery  upon  us  in  the  place  of  domestic,  by  strangers  who  have 
no  right  to  meddle  with  our  matters.  Instead  of  meditating  gen- 
erous things  to  our  slaves,  as  a  return  for  gospel  subordination, 
we  have  to  put  on  om*  armor  to  suppress  a  rebellious  spirit,  en- 
gendered by  ''fiilse  doctrine,"  propagated  by  men  ^'of  corimpt 
minds,  and  destitute  of  the  truth,"  who  teach  them  that  the  gain 
of .  freedom  to  the  slave,  is  the  only  proof  of  godliness  in  the 
master.  From  snch,  Paul  says  we  must  withdraw  ourselves  ;  and 
if  we  fail  to  do  it,  and  to  rebuke  them  with  all  the  authority  which 
''the  words  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Clirist  "  confer,  we  shall  be  want- 
log  in  duty  to  them,  to  ourselves,  and  to  the  world. 

Thobnton  Stringfellow. 


AN  EXAMINATION 


OP  ELDER  GALUSHA'S  REPLY  TO  DR.  RICHARD  FULLER  OP  SOUTH 

CAROLINA* 


Aftes  my  essay  on  slavery  was  published  in  the  Herald^*  I 
sent  a  copy  of  it  to  a  prominent  abolition  gentleman  in  New 
York,  accompanied  by  a  friendly  letter. 

This  gentleman  I  selected  as  a  correspondent,  because  of  his 
high  standing,  intellectual  attainments,  and  unquestioned  piety. 
I  frankly  avowed  to  him  my  readiness  to  abandon  slavery,  so  soon 


■11.1  ■■  > 


ii^  These  letteiB  were  first  published  in  the  Bdigious  Bcrald,  RichmoncL 
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as  I  was  convinced  by  the  Bible  that  it  was  sinful,  and  requested 
him,  ^^  if  the  Bible  contained  precepts,  and  settled  principles  of 
conduct,  in  direct  opposition  to  those  portions  of  it  upon  which  I 
relied,  as  furnishing  the  mind  of  the  Almighty  upon  the  subject 
of  slavery,  that  he  would  furnish  me  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
iact/'  To  this  letter  I  received  a  friendly  reply,  accompanied  by 
a  printed  communication  containing  the  result  of  a  prayerful  effort 
which  he  had  previously  made,  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  the 
very  information  to  a  friend  at  the  South,  which  I  sought  to  obtain 
at  his  hands. 

It  may  be  owing  to  my  prejudices,  or  a  want  of  intellect,  that  I 
fail  to  be  convinced,  by  those  portions  of  the  Bible  to  which  he  re- 
fers, to  prove  that  slavery  is  sinful.  But  as  the  support  of  truth  is 
my  object^  and  as  I  wish  to  have  the  answer  of  a  good  conscience 
toward  God  in  this  matter,  I  herewith  publish,  for  the  information 
of  all  into  whose  hands  my  first  essay  may  have  fallen,  every  pass- 
age in  the  Bible  to  which  this  distinguished  brother  refers  me  for 
"  precepts  and  settled  principles  of  conduct,  in  direct  opposition  to 
those  portions  of  it  upon  which  I  relied,  as  furnishing  the  mind  of 
the  Almighty  upon  the  subject  of  slavery." 

1st.  His  reference  to  the  sacred  volume  is  this :  "  God  hath  made 
of  one  blood  all  nations  of  men."  This  is  a  Scripture  truth  which 
I  believe ;  yet  God  decreed  that  Canaan  should  be  a  servant  of  ser- 
vants to  his  brother — ^that  is,  an  abject  slave  in  his  posterity.  This 
God  effected  eight  hundred  years  afterward,  in  the  days  of  Joshua, 
when  the  Gibeonites  were  subjected  to  prepetual  bondage,  and 
made  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water. — Joshua  ix :  23. 

Again,  God  ordained,  as  law-giver  to  Israel,  that  their  captives 
taken  in  war  should  be  enslaved. — ^Deut.  xx :  10  to  15. 

Again,  God  enacted  that  the  Israelites  should  buy  slaves  of  the 
heathen  nations  around  them,  and  will  them  and  their  increase  as 
property  to  their  children  forever. — ^Levit.  xxv :  44,  45,  46.  All 
these  nations  were  made  of  one  blood.  Yet  God  ordained  that  some 
should  be  "chattel"  slaves  to  others,  and  gave  his  special  aid  to  ef- 
fect it.  In  view  of  this  incontrovertible  fact,  how  can  I  believe  this 
passage  disproves  the  lawfulness  of  slavery  in  the  sight  of  God  ? 
How  can  any  sane  man  believe  it,  who  believes  the  Bible  ? 

2d.     His  second  Scripture  reference  to  disprove  the  lawfulness 
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of  slavery  in  the  eight  of  God,  is  this :  "  God  has  said  a  man  is 
better  than  a  sheep."  This  is  a  Scripture  truth  which  I  fully 
believe — and  I  have  no  doubt,  if  we  could  ascertain  what  the  Is- 
raelites had  to  pay  for  those  slaves  they  bought  with  their  money 
according  to  God's  law,  in  Levit.  xxv:  44,  that  we  should  find 
they  had  to  pay  more  for  them  than  they  paid  for  sheep,  for  the 
reason  assigned  by  the  Saviour ;  that  is,  tliat  a  servant  man  is 
better  than  a  sheep;  for  when  he  is  done  plowing,  or  feeding 
cattle,  and  comes  in  from  the  field,  he  will,  at  his  master's  bid- 
ding, prepare  him  his  meal,  and  wait  upon  him  till  he  eats  it, 
while  the  master  feels  under  no  obligation  even  to  thank  him  for 
it  because  he  has  done  no  more  than  his  duty. — Luke  xvii :  7,  8, 
9.  This,  and  other  important  duties,  which  the  people  of  God 
bought  their  slaves  to  perform  for  them,  by  the  permission  of 
their  Maker,  were  duties  which  sheep  could  not  perform.  But  I 
cannot  see  what  there  is  in  it  to  blot  out  from  the  Bible  a  relation 
which  God  created,  in  which  he  made  one  man  to  be  a  slave  to 
another. 

3d.  His  third  Scripture  reference  to  prove  the  unlawftilness  of 
slavery  in  the  sight  of  God,  is  this :  "  God  commands  children  to 
obey  their  parents,  and  wives  to  obey  their  husbands."  This,  I 
believe  to  be  the  will  of  Christ  to  Christian  children  and  Chris- 
tian wives — whether  they  are  bond  or  free.  But  it  is  equally  true 
that  Christ  ordains  that  Christianity  shall  not  abolish  slavery. — 1 
Cor.  vii :  17,  21,  and  that  he  commands  servants  to  obey  their 
masters  and  to  count  them  worthy  of  all  honor. — 1  Tim.  vi :  1,  2. 
It  is  also  true,  that  God  allowed  Jewish  masters  to  use  the  rod  to 
make  them  do  it — and  to  use  it  with  the  severity  requisite  to 
accomplish  the  object. — ^Exod.  xxi :  20, 21.  It  is  equally  true,  that 
Jesus  Christ  ordains  that  a  Christian  servant  shall  receive  for  the 
wrong  he  hath  done. — Col.  iii :  25.  My  correspondent  admits, 
without  qualification,  that  if  they  are  property,  it  is  right.  But 
the  Bible  says,  they  were  property. — Levit.  xxv :  44,  45,  46. 

The  above  reference,  reader,  enjoins  the  duty  of  two  relattona^ 
which  God  ordained,  but  does  not  abolish  a  third  relation  which 
Ood  lias  ordained;  as  the  Scripture  will  prove,  to  which  I  have 
referred  you,  under  the  first  reference  made  by  my  correspondent. 

4th.  His  fourth  Scripture  reference  is,  to  the  intention  of  Abra- 
ham to  give  his  estate  to  a  servant,  in  order  to  prove  that  servant 
was  not  a  slave.    "What,"  he  says,  "property  inherit  property!" 
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I  answer,  yes.  Two  years  ago,  in  my  county,  William  Hans- 
brongh  gave  to  his  slaves  his  estate,  worth  forty  or  fifty  thousand 
dollars.  In  the  last  five  or  six  years,  over  two  hundred  slaves, 
within  a  few  miles  of  me,  belonging  to  various  masters,,  have 
inherited  portions  of  their  masters'  estates. 

To  render  slaves  valuable,  the  Eomans  qualified  them  for  the 
learned  professions,  and  all  the  various  arts.  They  were  teachers, 
doctors,  authors,  mechanics,  etc.  So  with  us,  tradesmen  of  every 
kind  are  to  be  found  among  our  slaves.  Some  of  them  are  under- 
takers— some  farmers — some  overseers,  or  stewards — some  house- 
keepers— some  merchants — some  teamsters,  and  some  -money- 
lenders, who  give  their  masters  a  portion  of  their  income,  and 
keep  the  balance.  Nearly  all  of  them  have  an  income  of  their 
own — and  was  it  not  for  the  seditious  spirit  of  the  Nprth,  we 
would  educate  our  slaves  generally,  and  so  fit  them  earlier  for  a 
more  improved  condition,  ^nd  higher  moral  elevation. 

But  will  all  this,  when  duly  certified,  prove  they  are  not  slaves? 
No.  Neither  will  Abraham's  intention  to  give*  one  of  his  serv- 
ants his  estate,  prove  that  he  was  not  a  slave.  Who  had  higher 
claims  upon  Abraham,  before  he  had  a  child,  than  this  faithful 
slave,  born  in  his  house,  reared  by  his  hand,  devoted  to  his  inter- 
est, and  faithful  in  every  trust  ? 

6th.  His  fifth  reference,  my  correspondent  says,  "  foreyer  sets 
the  question  at  rest."  It  is  this :  "  Thou  shalt  not  deliver  unto 
his  master,  the  servant  which  is  escaped  from  his  master  unto 
thee — he  shall  dwell  with  thee,  even  in  that  place  which  he  shall 
choose,  in  one  of  thy  gates,  where  it  liketh  him  best ;  thou  shalt 
not  oppress  him." 

This  my  distinguished  correspondent  says,  "forever  puts  the 
quest*  jn  at  rest."  My  reader,  I  hope,  will  ask  himself  what 
question  it  puts  to  rest.  He  will  please  to  remember,  that  it  is 
brought  to  put  this  question  to  rest, "  Is  slavery  sinful  in  the  sight 
of  God?"  the  Bible  being  judge — or  "did  God  ever  allow  one 
man  to  hold  property  in  another  ?  " 

My  correspondent  admits  this  to  be  the  question  at  issue.  Ho 
asks,  "What  i«  slavery?"  And  thus  answers:  "It  is  the  prin- 
oiple  involved  in  holding  man  as  property."  "This,"  he  says: 
•''is  the  point  at  issue."  He  says,  "if  it  be  right  to  hold  man  as 
property,  it  is  right  to  treat  him  as  property,"  etc.  Now,  conced- 
inor  all  in  the  argument,  that  can  be  demanded  for  tliis  law  about 
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run-away  slaves,  yet  it  does  not  prove  that  slavery  or  hokliug  prop- 
erty in  man  is  sinful — because  it  is  a  part  and  parcel  of  the  Mo- 
saic law,  given  to  Israel  in  the  wilderness  by  the  same  God,  who 
in  the  same  wilderness  enacted  "  that  of  the  heathen  that  were 
round  about  them,  they  shonld  buy  bond-men  and  bond-women — 
also  of  the  strangers  that  dwelt  among  them  should  they  bny,  and 
they  should  pass  as  an  inheritance  to  their  children  after  them,  to 
possess  them  as  bond -men  forever." — Levit.  xxv  :  44. 

How  can  I  admit  that  a  prohibition  to  deliver  up  a  run-away 
slave,  under  the  law  of  Moses,  is  proof  that  there  was  no  slavery 
allowed  under  that  law  ?  Here  is  the  law  from  God  himself, — 
'  Levit.  xxv :  44,  authorizing  the  Israelites  to  buy  slaves  and  trans- 
mit them'  and  their  increase  as  a  possession  to  their  posterity  for- 
ever— and  to  make  slaves  of  their  captives  taken  in  war. — Dent. 
XX :  10 — 15.  Suppose,  for  argument's  sake,  I  admit  that  God 
prohibited  the  deliveiy  back  of  one  of  these  slaves^  when  he  fled 
from  his  master — ^would  that  prove  that  he  was  not  a  slave  before 
he  fled  ?  Would  that  prove  that  he  did  not  remain  legally  a 
slave  in  the  sight  of  God,  according  to  his  own  law,  until  he  fled? 
The  passage  proves  the  very  reverse  of  that  which  it  is  brought 
to  prove.  It  proves  that  the  slave  is  recognized  by  God  himself 
as  a  slave,  until  he  fled  to  the  Israelites.  My  correspondent's 
exposition  of  this  law  seems  based  upon  the  idea  that  God,  who 
had  held  fellowship  with  slavery  among  his  p<>r/ple  for  five  hun- 
dred years,  and  who  had  just  given  them  a  formal  statute  to 
legalize  the  purchase  of  slaves  from  the  heathen,  and  to  enslave 
their  captives  taken  in  war,  was,  nevertheless,  desirous  to  abolish 
the  institution.  But,  as  if  afraid  to  march  directly  up  to  his 
object,  he  was  disposed  to  undermine  what  he  was  unwilling  to 
attempt  to  overthrow. 

Upon  the  principle  that  man  is  prone  to  think  God  is  altogethei 
such  an  one  as  himself,  we  may  account  for  such  an  interpreta- 
tion at  the  present  time,  by  men  north  of  Mason  &  Dixon's  line. 
Our  brethren  there  have  held  fellowship  with  this  institution,  by 
the  constitutional  oath  they  have  taken  to  protect  us  in  this  prop- 
erty. Unable,  constitutionally,  to  overthrow  the  institution,  they 
see,  or  think  they  see,  a  sanction  in  the  law  of  God  to  undermine 
it,  by  opening  their  gates  and  letting  our  run-away  slaves  "dwell 
among  them  where  it  liketh  them  best."  If  I  could  be  astonished 
at  any  thing  in  this  controversy,  it  would  be  to  see  sensible  men 
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engaged  in  the  study  of  that  part  of  the  Bible  which  relates  to 
the  rights  of  property,  as  established  by  the  Almighty  himself, 
giving  in  to  the  idea  that  the  Judge  of  the  world,  acting  in  the 
character  of  a  national  law-giver,  would  legalize  a  property  right 
in  slaves,  a^  he  did — ^give  full  power  to  the  master  to  govern — 
secure  the  increase  as  an  inheritance  to  posterity  for  all  time  to 
come — and  then  add  a  clause  to  legalize  a  fraud  upon  the  unsus- 
pecting purchaser.  For  what  better  is  it,  under  this  interpreta- 
tion? 

With  respect  to  slaves  purchased  of  tho  heathen,  or  enslaved 
by  war,  the  law  passed  a  clear  title  to  them  and  their  increase 
forever.  With  respect  to  the  hired  servants  of  the  Hebrews,  the 
law  secured  to  the  master  a  right  to  their  service  until  the  Sab- 
batic year  or  Jubilee — unless  they  were  bought  back  by  a  near 
kinsman  at  a  stated  price  in  money  when  owned  by  a  heathen 
master.  But  these  legal  rights,  under  these  laws  of  heaven's 
King,  by  this  interpretation,  are  all  canceled — for  the  pecuniary 
loss,  there  is  no  redress — and  for  the  insult  no  remedy,  whenever 
a  "liketh  him  best"  man  can  induce  tho  slave  to  run  away. 
And  worse  still,  the  community  of  masters  thus  insulted  and 
swindled,  according  to  this  interpretation,  are  bound  to  show  re- 
spect and  afford  protection  to  the  villains  who  practice  it.  Who 
can  believe  all  this?  I  judge  our  Northern  brethren  will  say,  the 
Lord  deliver  us  from  such  legislation  as  this.  So  say  we.  What, 
then,  does  this  run-away  law  mean  ?  It  means  that  the  God  of 
Israel  ordained  his  people  to  be  an  asylum  for  the  slave  who  fled 
from  heathen  cruelty  to  them  for  protection ;  it  is  the  law  of 
nations-^but  surrendered  under  the  Constitution  by  these  States, 
who  agreed  to  deliver  them  up.  See,  says  God,  ye  oppress  not 
the  stranger.  Thou  shalt  neither  vex  a  stranger,  nor  oppress  him. 
— Exod.  xxii:  21. 

His  6th  reference  to  the  Bible  is  this :  "  Do  to  others  as  ye 
would  they  should  do  to  you."  I^^have  shown  in  the  essay,  that 
these  words  of  our  Saviour,  embody  the  same  moral  principle, 
which  is  embodied  by  Moses  in  Levit.  xix :  18,  in  these  words, 
^*  Love  thy  neighbor  as  thyself."  In  this  we  can  not  be  mista- 
ken, because  Jesus  says  there  are  but  two  such  principles  in 
Gk>d'8  moral  government — one  of  supreme  love  of  God — another 
:>f  love  to  our  neighbor  as  ourself.    To  the  everlasting  confusion 

of  the  argument  from  moral  precepts,  to  overtlirow  the  positive 
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institution  of  slavery,  this  moral  precept  was  given  to  regulate 
the  mutual  duties  of  this  very  relation,  which  God  by. law  or- 
dained for  the  Jewish  commonwealth. 

How  can  that  which  regulates  the  duty^  overthrow  the  relation 
itself? 

His  7th  reference  is,  "  They  which  are  accounted  to  rule  over 
the  Gentiles,  exercise  lordship  over  them,  but  so  it  shall  not  be 
among  you." 

Turn  to  the  passage,  reader,  in  Mark  x :  42 ;  and  try  your  in- 
genuity at  expounding,  and  see  if  you  can  destroy  one  relation 
that  has  been  created  among  men,  because  the  authority  given  in 
another  relation  was  abused.  The  Saviour  refers  to  the  abuse  of 
State  authority^  as  a  warning  to  those  who  should  be  clothed  with 
authority  in  his  kingdom,  not  to  abuse  it,  but  to  connect  the  use 
of  it  with  humility.  But  how  official  humility  in  the  kingdom  of 
Christ,  is  to  rob  States  of  the  right  to  make  their  own  laws,  dis- 
solve the  relation  of  slavery  recognized  by  the  Saviour  as  a  law- 
ful relation,  and  overthrow  the  right  of  property  in  slaves  as  set- 
tled by  God  himself,  I  know  not.  Paul,  in  drawing  thB  charac- 
ter of  those  who  oppose  slavery,  in  his  letter  to  Timothy,  says, 
(vi:  4,)  they  are  "proud,  knowing  nothing;"  ho  means,  that 
they  were  puffed  with  a  conceit  of  their  superior  sanctity,  while 
they  were  deplorably  ignorant  of  the  will  of  Christ  on  this  sub- 
ject. Is  it  not  great  pride  that  leads  a  man  to  think  he  is  better 
than  the  Saviour  ?  Jesus  held  fellowship  with,  and  enjoined  sub- 
jection to  governments,  which  sanctioned  slavery  in  its  worst 
form — ^but  abolitionists  refuse  fellowship  for  governments  which 
have  mitigated  all  its  rigors. 

God  established  the  relation  by  law,  and  bestowed  the  highest 
manifestations  of  his  favor  upon  slaveholders;  and  has  caused  it 
to  be  written  as  with  a  sunbeam  in  the  Scriptures.  Yet  such 
saints  would  be  refused  the  ordinary  tokens  of  Christian  fellow- 
ship among  abolitionists.  If  Abraham  were  on  earth,  they  could 
*  not  let  him,  consistently,  occupy  their  pulpits,  to  tell  of  the  things 
God  has  prepared  for  them  that  love  him.  Job  himself  would  be 
unfit  for  their  communion.  Joseph  would  be  placed  on  a  level 
with  pirates.  Not  a  single  church  planted  by  the  apostles  would 
make  a  fit  home  for  our  abolition  brethren,  (for  they  all  had  mas- 
ters and  slaves.)  The  apostles  and  their  ministerial  associates 
could  not  occupy  their  pulpits,  for  they  fraternized  with  slavery, 
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and  apbeld  State  anthoritj  upon,  the  subject.  Now,  I  ask,  with 
due  respect  for  all  parties,  can  sentiments  which  lead  to  such  re- 
sults as  these  be  held  by  anj  man,  in  the  dbaefice  qfjpride  of  no 
ordinary  character,  whether  he  be  sensible  of  it  or  not ! 

Again,  whatever  of  intellect  we  may  have — can  that  sometliing 
which  prompts  to  results  like  these  be  JSible  knowledge  f 

Reference  the  8th  is  fitvorable  in  sound  if  not  in  sense.  It  is 
in  these  words,  "  Neither  be  ye  called  masters^  for  one  is  your 
master^  even  Christ."  I  am  free  to  confess,  it  is  diflScult  to  re- 
press the  spirit  which  the  prophet  felt  when  he  witnessed  the  zeal 
of  his  deluded  countrymen,  at  Mount  Carmel.  I  think  a  sensi- 
ble man  ought  to  know  better,  than  to  refer  me  to  such  a  passage, 
to  prove  slavery  unlawfiil ;  yet  my  correspondent  is  a  sensible 
man.  However,  I  will  balance  it  by  an  equal  authority,  for  dis- 
solving another  relation.  "  Call  no  man  fatlier  upon  earth,  for 
one  is  ^ovx  father  in  heaven." 

When  the  last  abolishes  the  relation  between  parent  and 
child^  the  first  will  abolish  the  relation  between  master  and 
servant. 

The  9th  reference  to  prove  slavery  unlawful  in  the  sight  of 
God,  is  this :  He  that  stealeth  a  man,  and  sclleth  him,  or  if  ho 
be  found  in  his  hand,  he  shall  surely  be  put  to  death."  Won- 
derful ! 

I  suppose  that  no  State  has  ever  established  domestic  slavery, 
which  did  not  find  such  a  law  necessary.  It  is  this  institution 
which  makes  such  a  law  needful.  Unless  slavery  exists,  there 
would  be  no  motive  to  steal  a  man.  And,  the  danger  is  greater 
in  a  slave  State  than  a  free  one.  Virginia  has  such  a  law,  and 
so  have  all  tlie  States  of  North  America. 

Will  these  laws  prove  four  tliousand  years  hence  that  slavery 
did  not  exist  in  the  United  States  ?  No — but  why  not !  Because 
the  statute  will  still  exist,  which  authorizes  us  to  buy  bond-men 
and  bond-women  with  our  money,  and  give  them  and  their  in- 
crease as  an  inheritance  to  our  children,  forever.  So  the  Mosaic 
statute  still  exists',  which  authorized  the  Jews  to  do  the  same 
thing,  and  God  is  its  author. 

Reference  the  10th  is :  "  Rob  not  the  poor  because  he  is  poor. 
Let  the  oppressed  go  free ;  break  every  yoke;  deliver  him  that  is 
spoiled  out  of  the  hand  of  the  oppressor.  What  doth  the  Lord 
require  of  thee  but  to  do  justly,  love  mercy,  walk  humbly  with 
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thy  God.  He  that  oppresseth  the  poor  reproacheth  his  Maker." 
This  sounds  very  well,  reader,  yet  I  propose  to  make  every  man 
who  reads  me,  confess^  that  these  Scriptures  will  not  condemn 
slavery.  Answer  me  this  question :  Are  these,  and  such  like 
passages,  in  the  Old  Testament,  from  whence  they  are  all  taken, 
intended  to  reprove  and  condemn  that  people,  for  doing  what 
God,  in  his  law  gave  them  a  right  to  do?  I  know  you  must 
answer,  they  were  not;  consequently,  you  confess  they  do  not 
condemn  slavery ;  because  God  gave  them  the  right,  by  law,  to 
purchase  slaves  of  the  heathen. — Levit.  xxv:  44.  And  to  make 
slaves  of  their  captives  taken  in  war. — Deut,  xx :  14.  The  moral 
precepts  of  the  Old  or  New  Testament  cannot  make  that  wrong 
which  God  ordained  to  be  his  will,  as  he  has  slavery. 

The  11th  reference  of  my  distinguished  correspondent  to  the 
sacred  volume,  to  prove  that  slavery  is  contrary  to  the  will  of 
Jesus  Christ  and  sinful,  is  in  these  words:  "Masters,  give  unto 
your  servants  that  which  is  just  and  equal."  The  argument  of  my 
correspondent  is  this,  that  slavery  is  a  relation,  in  which  rights 
based  upon  justice  cannot  exist. 

I  answer,  God  ordained,  after  man  sinned,  that  he,  ''should  eat 
bread  (that  is,  Tiave  food  and  raiment)  in  the  sweat  of  his  face." 

He  has  since  ordained,  that  some  should  be  slaves  to  others, 
(as  we  have  proved  under  the  first  reference.)  TTierefore^  when 
food  and  raiment  are  withheld  from  him  in  slavery,  it  is  unjust. 

God  has  ordained  food  and  raiment,  as  wages  for  the  sweat  of 
the  face.  Christ  has  ordained  that  with  these,  whether  in  slavery 
or  freedom,  his  disciples  shall  be  content. 

The  relation  of  master  and  slave,  says  Gibbon,  existed  in  every 
province  and  in  every  family  of  the  Koman  Empire.  Jesus  or- 
dains in  the  13th  chapter  of  Romans,  from  the  1st  to  the  end  of 
the  7th  verse,  and  in  1  Peter,  2d  chapter,  13th,  14th,  and  15th 
verses,  that  the  legislative  authority^  which  created  the  relation, 
should  be  obeyed  and  honored  by  his  disciples.  But  while  he 
thus  legalizes  the  relation  of  master  and  slave  as  established  by 
the  civil  law,  he  proceeds  to  prescribe  the  mutual  duties  which 
the  parties,  when  they  come  into  his  kingdom,  must  perform  to 
each  other. 

The  reference  of  my  correspondent  to  disprove  the  relation^  is 
a  part  of  what  Jesus  has  prescribed  on  this  subject  to  regulate 
the  duties  of  the  relation,  and  is  itself  proof  that  the  relation 
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existed — that  its  legality  was  recognized — and  its  duties  pre-, 
scribed  by  the  Son  of  God  through  the  Holy  Ghost  given  to  the 
apostles. 

The  12th  reference  is,  '^  Let  as  many  servants  as  are  under  the 
yoke,  count  their  masters  worthy  of  all  honor.-  And  they  that 
have  believing  masters,  let  them  not  despise  tliem  because  they 
are  brethren,  but  rather  do  them  service,  because  they  are  faitliful 
and  beloved,  partakei^  of  the  benefit."  If  my  reader  will  turn 
to  my  remarks,  in  my  first  essay  upon  this  Scripture,  he  will  cease 
to  wonder  that  it  fails  to  convince  me  that  slavery  is  sinful.  I 
should  think  the  wonder  would  be,  that  any  man  ever  quoted  it 
for  such  a  purpose. 

And  lastly.  My  correspondent  informs  me  that  the  Greek 
woihI  ^^  doulos,"  translated  servant,  means  hired  servant  aud  not 
slave. 

I  reply,  that  the  primary  meaning  of  this  Greek  word,  is  in 
a  singular  state  of  preservation.  God,  as  if  foreseeing  aud  pro- 
viding for  this  controversy,  has  caused,  in  his  providence,  that  its 
meaning  in  Greek  dictionaries  shall  be  thus  given,  '^  the  opposite 
of  free."  Now,  readers,  what  is  the  opposite  of  free  f  Is  it  a 
state  somewhere  between  freedom  and  slavery?  K  freedom,  as  a 
condition,  has  an  opposite,  that  opposite  state  is  indicated  by  this 
very  word  "doulos."  So  says  every  Greek  lexicogi*apher.  I  ask, 
if  this  is  not  wonderful,  that  the  Holy  Ghost  has  used  a  term,  so 
incapable  of  deceiving,  and  yet  that  that  term  should  be  brought 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  deception.  Another  remarkable  fact 
is  this :  the  English  word  servant,  originally  meant  precisely  the 
same  thing  as  the  Greek  word  "doulos ;"  that  is,  says  Dr.  John- 
sou  in  his  Dictionaiy,  it  meant  formerly  a  captive  taken  in  war, 
and  reserved  for  slavery.  These  are  two  remarkable  facts  in  the 
providence  of  God.  But,  reader,  I  will  give  you  a  Bible  key,  by 
which  to  decide  for  yourself,  without  foreign  aid,  whether  servant^ 
when  it  denotes  a  relation  in  society,  where  the  other  side  of  that 
relation  is  master^  means  hWed servatit,  "Every  man's  servant 
that  is  bought  for  money  sh^U  eat  thereof ;  but  a  hired  servant 
shall  not  eat  thereof." — Exod.  xii :  4i,  45.  Here  are  two  classes 
of  servants  alluded  to — one  was  allowed  to  eat  the  Passover  the 
night  Israel  left  Egypt ;  the  other  not.  What  was  the  diflerenco 
in  these  two  classes  I  Were  they  both  hired  servants  I  If  so,  it 
should  read,  "Every  hired  servant  that  is  bought  for  money  shall 
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jeat  thereof;  but  a  hired  servant  that  is  bought  for  money,  shall 
not  eat  thereof."  My  reader,  why  lias  the  Holy  Ghost,  in  presi- 
ding over  the  inspired  pen,  been  thus  particular  ?  Is  it  too  much 
to  say,  it  was  to  provide  against  the  delusion  of  the  nineteenth 
century,  which  learned  men  would  be  practicing  upon  unlearned 
men,  as  well  as  themselves,  on  the  subject  of  slavery  ?  Who, 
with  the  Bible  and  their  learning,  would  not  be  able  to  discover, 
that  a  servant  bought  with  money  was  a  slave ;  and  that  a  hired 
servant  was  a  free  man  ?  Again,  Levit,  xxv :  44,  45,  and  46 ; 
"Thy  bond-servants  shall  be  of  the  heathen  that  are  round  about 
you,  and  of  the  children  of  the  strangers  that  do  sojourn  among 
you,  of  them  shall  ye  buy.  And  they  shall  be  your  possession, 
and  ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance,  for  your  children  after 
you,  to  inherit  them  for  a  possession,  they  shall  be  your  bond-men 
forever." 

Eeader,  were  these  hired  servants!  K  so,  they  hired  them- 
selves for  a  long  time.  And  what  is  very  singular,  they  hired 
their  posterity  for  all  time  to  come.  And  what  is  still  more  sin- 
gular, the  wages  were  paid,  not  to  the  servant,  but  to  a  former 
owner  or  master.  And  what  is  still  stranger,  they  hired  them- 
selves and  their  posterity  to  be  an  inheritance  to  their  master  and 
his  posterity  forever  !  Yet,  reader,  I  am  told  by  my  distinguished 
correspondent,  that  servant  in  the  Scriptures,  when  used  to 
designate  a  relation,  means  only  hired  servant.  Again,  I  ask, 
were  the  enslaved  captives  in  Deut.  xx :  10,  11, 12,  13,  14,  15, 
hired  servants ! 

One  of  the  greatest  and  best  of  men  ever  raised  at  the  North, 
(I  mean  Luther  Rice,)  once  told  me  when  I  quoted  the  law  of 
God  for  the  purchase  of  slaves  from  the  heathen,  (in  order  to 
silence  his  argument  about  "doulos,"  and  hired  servant,)  I  say 
he  told  me  positively,  there  was  no  such  law.  When  I  opened 
the  Bible  and  showed  it  to  him,  his  shame  was  very  visible. 
(And  I  hope  he  is  not  the  only  great  and  good  man,  that  God  will 
put  to  shame  for  being  ignorant  of  his  word.)  But  he  never 
opened  bis  mouth  to  me  about  slavery  again  while  he  lived. 

If  my  reader  does  no  hetter  than  he  did,  at  least  let  him  not 
fight  against  God  for  establishing  the  institution  of  "  chattel " 
slavery  in  his  kingdom,  nor  against  me  for  believing  he  did  do  it. 
But,  reader,  if  you  have  the  hardihood  to  insist  that  these  were 
hired  servants,  and  not  slaves  after  all,  then,  I  answer,  that  ours 
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are  hired  servants,  too,  and  not  slaves ;  and  so  the  dispute  ends 
&vorablv  to  the  Soath,  and  it  is  lawful  for  ns,  according  to  aboli- 
tion admissions,  to  hold  them  to  servitude.  For  ours,  we  paid 
money  to  a  former  owner;  so  did  the  Jews  for  theirs.  The 
increase  of  oui*3  passes  as  an  inheritance  to  our  children,  so  did 
the  increase  of  the  Jewish  servants  pass  as  an  inheritance  to  their 
children,  to  be  an  inheritance  forever.  And  all  this  took  place 
by  the  direction  of  God  to  his  chosen  people. 

My  correspondent  thinks  with  Mr.  Jefferson,  that  Jehovah  has 
no  attributes  that  will  harmonize  with  slayery ;  and  that  all  men 
are  born  free  and  equal.  Now,  I  say  let  Jiim  throw  away  his 
Bible  as  Mr.  Jefferson  did  his,  and  then  they  will  be  fit  compan- 
ions. But  never  disgrace  the  Bible  by  making  Mr.  Jefferson  its 
•expounder,  nor  Mr.  Jefferson  by  deriving  his  sentiments  from  it. 
Mr.  Jefferson  did  not  bow  to  the  authority  of  the  Bible,  and  on 
this  subject  I  do  not  bow  to  him.  How  can  any  man,  who 
believes  the  Bible,  admit  for  a  moment  that  God  intended  to 
teach  mankind  by  the  Bible,  that  all  are  born  free  and  equal  ? 

Men  who  engage  in  this  controversy  ought  to  look  into  the 
Bible,  and  see  what  is  in  it  about  slavery.  I  do  not  know  how  to 
account  for  such  men  saying,  as  my  correspondent  does,  that  the 
slave  of  the  Mosaic  law,  purchased  of  the  heathen,  was  a  hired 
servant ;  and  that  both  he  and  the  Hebrew  hired  servant  of  the 
same  law,  had  a  passport  from  God  to  run  away  from  their  mastoids 
with  impunity,  to  prove  which  is  the  object  of  one  of  his  quotations. 
Again,  New  Testament  servants  and  masters  are  not  the  servants 
and  masters  of  the  Mosaic  law,  but  the  servants  and  masters  of 
the  Roman  Empire.  To  go  to  the  law  of  Moses  to  find  out  the 
statutes  of  the  Eoman  Empire,  is  folly.  Yet  on  this  subject  the 
difference  is  not  great,  and  so  far  as  humanity  (in  the  abolition 
sense  of  it)  is  concerned,  is  in  favor  of  the  Eoman  law. 

The  laws  of  each  made  slaves  to  be  property,  and  allowed  them 
to  be  bought  and  sold.  See  Gibbon's  Eome,  vol.  i ;  pp.  25,  20,  and 
Levit.  XXV :  44, 45, 46.  The  laws  of  each  allowed  prisoners  taken 
in  war  to  be  enslaved.  See  Gibbon  as  above,  and  Deut.  xx :  10 
— 15.  The  difference  was  this:  the  Eoman  law  allowed  men 
taken  in  battle  to  be  enslaved — the  Jewish  law  required  the  me?i 
taken  in  battle  to  be  put  to  death,  and  to  enslave  their  wives  and 
children.  In  the  case  of  the  Midianites,  the  mercy  of  enslaving 
some  of  the  women  was  denied  them  because  they  had  enticed 
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the  Israelites  into  sin,  and  subjected  them  to  a  heavy  judgment 
under  Balaam's  counsel,  and  for  a  reason  not  assigned,  the  mercy 
of  slavery  was  denied  to  the  male  children  in  this  special  case. 
See  Numbers  xxxi:  15,  16,  17. 

The  first  letter  to  Timothy,  while  at  Ephesus,  if  rightly  under- 
stood, would  do  much  to  stay  the  hands  of  men,  who  have  more 
zeal  than  knowledge  on  this  subject.  See  again  what  I  have 
written  in  my  first  essay  on  this  letter.  In  addition  to  what  I 
have  there  said,  I  would  state,  that  the  ''^  other  dootrine^'^  1  Tim. 
i:  3,  which  Paul  says,  uyist  not  be  taught,  I  take  to  be  a  principle 
tantamount  to  this,  that  Jesus  Christ  proposed  to  subordinate  the 
civil  to  ecclesiastical  authoritv. 

The  doctrine  which  \i^%^^  according  to  godlhiesB^'^  1  Tim,  vi:  3, 
I  take  to  be  a  principle  which  subordinated  the  church,  or  Christ* 
in  his  members,  to  civil  governments,  or  ^'the  powers  that  be." 
One  principle  was  seditious,  and  when  consummated  must  end  in 
the  man  of  sin.  The  other  principle  was  practically  a  quiet  sub- 
mission to  government,  as  an  ordinance  of  God  in  the  hands  of 
men. 

The  abolitionists,  at  Ephesus,  in  attempting  to  interfere  with 
the  relations  of  slavery,  and  to  unsettle  the  rights  of  property,  act- 
ed upon  a  principle,  which  statesmen  must  see,  would  in  the  end, 
subject  the  whole  fi'ame-work  of  government  to  the  supervision  of 
the  church,  and  terminate  in  the  man  of  sin,  or  a  pretended  suc- 
cessor of  Christ,  sitting  in  the  temple  of  God,  and  claiming  a  right 
to  reign  over,  and  control  the  civil  governments  of  the  world. 
The  Apostle,  therefore,  chapter  ii:  1,  to  render  the  doctrine  of 
subordination  to  the  State  a  very  prominent  doctrine,  and  to  cause 
the  knowledge  of  it  to  spread  among  all  who  attended  their  wor- 
ship, orders  that  the  very  fii'St  thing  done  by  the  church  should 
be,  that  of  making  supplication,  prayers,  and  intercessions,  and 
giving  God  thanks  for  all  men  that  were  placed  in  authority,  by 
the  State,  for  the  administration  of  civil  government.  He  assigns 
the  reason  for  this  injunction,  "that  we  may  lead  a  quiet  and 
peaceable  life  in  all  godliness  and  honesty." 

My  correspondent  complains,  that  abolitionists  at  the  North 
are  not  safe  when  they  come  among  us.  They  are  much  safer 
than  the  saints  of  Ephesus  would  have  been  in  the  Apostolic  day, 
if  Paul  would  have  allowed  the  seditious  doctrine  to  be  propaga- 
ted which  our  Northern  brethren  think  it  such  a  merit  to  preach, 
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when  it  subjects  them  to  no  risk.  How  can  they  expect,  in  the 
nature  of  things,  to  lead  a  quiet  and  peaceable  life  when  they 
come  among  us  ?  They  are  organised  to  overthrow  our  sover- 
eignty— ^to  put  our  lives  in  peril,  and  to  tranfple  upon  Bible  prin- 
ciples, by  which  the  rights  of  property  are  to  be  settled. 

Questions  and  strifes  of  words  characterized  the  disputes  of  the 
abolitionists  at  Ephesus  about  slavery.  It  is  amusing  and  pain- 
fbl  to  see  the  questions  and  strifes  of  words  in  the  piece  of  my 
correspondent.  Many  of  these  questions  are  about  our  property 
right  in  slaves.  The  substance  of  them  is  this :  that  the  present 
title  is  not  good,  because  the  original  title  grew  out  of  violence 
and  injustice.  But,  reader,  our  original  title  was  obtained  in  the 
same  way  which  God  in  his  law  authorized  his  people  to  obtain 
theirs.  They  obtained  their  slaves  by  purchase  of  those  who 
made  them  captives  in  the  hazards  of  war,  or  by  conquest  with 
their  own  sword.  My  correspondent  speaks  at  one  time  as  if  ours 
were  stolen  in  the  first  instance ;  but,  as  if  forgetting  that,  in  an- 
other place  he  says,  that  so  great  is  the  hazard  attending  the  wars 
of  Africa,  that  one  life  is  lost  for  every  two  that  are  taken 
captive  and  sold  into  slavery.  If  this  is  stealing,  it  has  at  least 
the  merit  of  being  more  manly  than  some  that  is  practiced 
among  us. 

A  case  seems  to  have  been  preserved  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  as  if 
to  rebuke  this  abolition  doctrine  about  property  rights.  It  is  the 
case  of  the  King  of  Ammon,  a  heathen,  on  the  one  side,  and 
Jephtha,  who  "  obtained  a  good  report  by  faith,"  on  the  other. 
It  is  consoling  to  us  that  we  occupy  the  ground  Jephtha  did — and 
we  may  well  suspect  the  correctness  of  the  other  side,  because  it 
is  the  ground  occupied  by  Ammon.  The  case  is  this :  A  heathen 
is  seen  menacing  Israel.  Jephtha  is  selected  by  his  countrymen 
to  conduct  the  controversy.  He  sends  a  message  to  his  menacing 
neighbor,  to  know  why  ho  had  come  out  against  him.  He 
returned  for  answer,  that  it  was  because  Israel  held  property  to 
which  they  had  no  right.  Jephtha  answered,  they  had  had  it  in 
possession  for  three  hundred  years.  Ammon  replied,  they  had 
no  right  to  it,  because  it  was  obtained  in  the  first  instance  by 
violence.  Jephtha  replied,  that  it  was  held  by  the  same  sort  of 
a  title  as  that  by  which  Ammon  held  his  possessions — that  is  to 
say,  whatever  Ammon's  god  Chemosh  enabled  him  to  take  in 
war,  he  considered  to  be  his  of  right ;  and  that  Israel's  God  had 
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assisted  them  to  take  this  property,  aud  they  considered  the  title 
to  be  such  an  one  as  Ammon  was  bound  to  acknowledge. 

Amnion  stickled  for  the  eternal  principle  of  righteousness,  and 
contended  that  it  had  been  violated  in  the  first  instance.  But, 
reader,  in  the  appeal  made  to  the  sword,  God  vindicated  Israel's 
title. — Judges  xi :  12 — 32. 

And  if  at  the  present  time,  we  take  ground  with  Ammon  about 
the  rights  of  property,  I  will  not  say  how  much  work  we  may 
have  to  do,  nor  who  will  prove  the  rightful  owner  of  my  corres- 
pondent's domicil ;  but  certain  I  am,  that  by  his  Ammonitish 
principle  of  settling  the  rights  of  property,  he  will  be  ousted. 

Header,  in  looking  over  the  printed  reply  of  my  correspondent 
to  his  Southern  friend,  which  occupies  ten  columns  of  a  large 
newspaper,  to  see  if  I  had  overlooked  any  Scripture,  I  find  I  have 
omitted  to  notice  one  reference  to  the  sacred  volume,  which  was 
made  by  him,  for  the  general  purpose  of  showing  that  the  Scrip- 
tures abound  w^ith  moral  principles,  and  call  into  exercise  moral 
feelings  inconsistent  with  slavery.  It  is  this :  "  Inasmuch  as  you 
have  done  it  unto  one  of  the  least  of  these  my  brethren,  you  have 
done  it  unto  me."  The  design  of  the  Saviour,  in  the  parable 
from  which  these  words  are  taken,  in  Matt,  xxv,  is,  to  impress 
strongly  upon  the  human  mind,  that  characte7\  deficient  in  correct 
moral  feeling^  will  prove  fatal  to  human  hopes  in  a  coming  day. 

But,  reader,  will  you  stop  and  ask  yourself,  "What  is  correct 
moral  feeling?"  Is  it  abhorrence  and  hatred  to  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  God  ?  Certainly  not.  Then  it  is  not  abhorrence  and 
hatred  of  slavery,  which  seems  to  be  a  cardinal  virtue  at  the 
North.  It  has  been  the  will  and  pleasure  of  God  to  institute 
slavery  by  a  law  of  his  own,  in  that  kingdom  over  which  he  ioi- 
mediately  presided ;  and  to  give  it  his  sanction  when  instituted 
by  the  laws  of  men.  The  most  elevated  morality  is  enjoined 
under  both  Testaments,  upon  the  parties  in  this  relation.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  relation  inconsistent  with  its  exercise. 

My  reader  will  remember  that  the  subject  in  dispute  is,  whether 
involuntary  and  hereditary  slavery  was  ever  lawful  in  the  sight 
of  God,  the  Bible  being  judge. 

1.  I  have  shown  by  the  Bible,  that  God  decreed  this  relation 
between  the  posterity  of  Canaan,  and  the  posterity  of  Shem  aud 
Japheth. 

2.  I  have  shown  that  God  executed  this  decree  by  aiding  the 
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'jpoebmtj  of  Shem,  (at  a  time  when  ^*  they  were  holineds  to  the 
Ijord/^  to  enslave  the  posterity  of  Canaan  in  the  days  of  Joehna. 

3.  I  hare  shown  that  when  God  ratified  the  covenant  of  promise 
^with  Abraham,  he  recognized  Abraham  as  the  owner  of  slaves 
lie  had  bought  with  his  money  of  the  stranger,  and  recorded  his 
approbation  of  the  relation,  by  commanding  Abr^fiam  to  circum- 
cise them. 

4.  I  have  shown  that  when  he  took  Abraham's  posterity  by  the 
liand  in  Egypt,  five  hundred  years  afterward,  he  publicly  appro- 
iMLted  the  same  relation,  by  permitting  every  slave  they  had  bought 
with  their  money  to  eat  the  Passover,  while  he  refused  the  same 
privilege  to  their  hired  servants. 

5.  I  have  shown  that  God,  as  their  national  law-giver,  ordained 
by  express  statute,  that  they  should  buy  slaves  of  the  nations 
around  them,  (the  seven  devoted  nations  excepted,)  and  that  these 
slaves  and  their  increase  should  be  a  perpetual  inheritance  to 
their  children. 

6.  I  have  shown  that  God  ordained  slavery  by  law  for  their 
captives  taken  in  waur,  while  he  guaranteed  a  successful  issue  to 
their  wars^  so  long  as  they  obeyed  him. 

7.  I  have  shown  that  when  Jesus  ordered  his  gospel  to  be  pub- 
lished through  the  world,  the  relation  of  master  and  slave  existed 
by  law  in  every  province  and  &mily  of  the  Boman  Empire,  as  it 
had  done  in  the  Jewish  commonwealth  for  fifteen  hundred  years. 

8.  I  have  shown  that  Jesus  ordained,  that  the  l^islative 
aothority,  which  created  this  relation  in  that  empire,  should  be 
obeyed  and  honored  as  an  ordinance  of  God,  as  all  government 
is  decUred  to  be. 

9.  I  have  shown  that  Jesus  has  prescribed  the  mutual  duties 
of  this  relation  in  his  kingdom. 

10.  And  lastly,  I  have  shown,  that  in  an  attempt  by  his 
professed  followers  to  disturb  this  relation  in  the  Apostolic 
churches,  Jesus  orders  that  fellowship  shall  be  disclaimed  with 
all  such  disciples,  as  seditious  persons — ^whose  conduct  was  not 
only  dangerous  to  the  State,  but  destructive  to  the  true  character 
of  the  gospel  dispensation. 

Ihis  being  the  case,  as  will  appear  by  the  recorded  language 
of  the  Bible,  to  which  we  have  referred  you^  reader,  of  what  use 
is  it  to  argue  against  it  from  moral  requirements ! 

They  regulate  the  duties  of  this  and  all  other  lawfiod  relatdons 
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among  men — but  they  cannot  abolish  any  relation,  ordained^or 
sanctioned  of  God,  as  is  slavery. 

I  would  be  understood  as  referring  for  proof  of  this  summary, 
to  ray  first  as  well  as  my  present  essay. 

When  I  first  wrote,  I  did  suppose  the  Scriptures  had  been  ex- 
amined by  leading  men  in  the  opposition,  and  that  prejudice  had 
blinded  their  eyes.  I  am  now  of  a  diflerent  opinion.  What  will 
be  the  efiect  of  this  discussion,  I  will  not  venture  to  predict, 
knowing  human  nature  as  well  as  I  do.  But  men  who  are  capa- 
ble of  exercising  candor  must  see,  that  it  is  not  against  an  insti- 
tution unknown  to  the  Bible,  or  declared  by  its  author  to  be 
sinful,  that  the  North  is  waging  war. 

Their  hostility  must  be  transferred  from  us  to  God,  who  estab- 
lished slavery  by  law  in  that  kingdom  over  which  he  condescended 
to  preside ;  and  to  Jesus,  who  recognized  it  as  a  relation  estab- 
lished in  Israel  by  his  Father,  and  in  the  Koman  government  by 
men,  which  he  bound  his  followers  to  obey  and  honor. 

In  defending  the  institution  as  one  which  has  the  sanction  of 
our  Maker,  I  have  done  what  I  considered,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  our  common  country,  to  be  a  Christian  duty.  I 
have  set  down  naught  in  malice.  I  have  used  no  sophistry.  I 
have  brought  to  the  investigation  of  the  subject,  common  sense. 
I  have  not  relied  on  powers  of  argument,  learning,  or  ingenuity. 
These  would  neither  put  the  subject  into  the  Bible  nor  take  it  out. 
It  is  a  Bible  question.  I  have  met  it  fairly,  atid  fully,  according 
to  the  acknowledged  principles  of  the  abolitionists.  I  have  placed 
before  my  reader  what  is  in  the  Bible,  to  prove  that  slavery  has 
the  sanction  of  God,  and  is  not  sinful.  I  have  placed  before  him 
what  I  suppose  to  be  the  quintessence  of  all  that  can  be  gleaned 
from  the  Bible  to  disprove  it. 

I  have  made  a  few  plain  reflections  to  aid  the  understanding 
of  my  reader.  What  I  have  written  was  designed  for  those  who 
reverence  the  Bible  as  their  counsellor — who  take  it  for  rules  of 
conduct,  and  devotional  sentiments. 

I  now  commit  it  to  God  for  his  blessing,  with  a  fervent  desire, 
that  if  I  have  mistaken  his  will  in  any  thing,  he  will  not  suffer 
my  error  to  mislead  another.  Thokston  Steikofellow. 
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[The  followiDg  letter,  in  sabstance,  waa  written  to  a  brother  in  Kentucky, 
who  solicited  a  copy  of  my  slavery  pamphlet,  as  well  as  my  opinion  on  the 
movement  in  that  State,  on  the  subject  of  emancipation.] 

pBAB  Brother: — 

I  received  your  letter,  and  the  slavery  pamphlet  which  you  re- 
qaested  uie  to  send  you,  I  herewith  inclose. 

When  I  published  the  first  essay  in  that  pamphlet,  I  intended 
to  invite  a  discussion  with  Elder  Galusha,  of  New  York ;  and 
when  I  received  Mr.  Galusha's  letter  to  Dr.  Fuller,  I  still  expected 
a  discussion.  But  after  manifesting,  on  his  part,  great  pleasure 
in  the  outset,  for  the  opportunity  tendered  him  by  a  Southern  man, 
to  discuss  this  subject,  he  ultimately  declined  it.  This  being  the 
case,  I  did  not  at  that  time  present  as  full  a  view  of  the  subject  as 
the  Scriptures  furnish.  I  have  since  thought  of  supplying  this 
deficiency ;  and  the  condition  of  things  in  Kentucky  furnishes  a 
fit  opportunity  for  saying  to  you,  what  I  said  to  a  brother  in  Penn- 
sylvania, who,  like  yourself,  requested  me  to  send  him  a  copy  of 
my  pamphlet. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  could  add  any  thing,  bej'ond  what  I  said 
to  him,  that  would  be  usefiil  to  you.  To  this  brother  I  said, 
among  other  things,  that  Dr.  Wayland  (in  his  discussion  with 
Dr.  Fuller,)  relied  principally  upon  two  arguments,  used  by  all 
the  intelligent  abolitionists,  to  overthrow  the  weight  of  Scriptural 
authority  in  support  of  slavery.  The  first  of  these  arguments  is 
designed«to  neutralize  the  sanction  given  to  slavery  by  the  law  of 
Moses;  and  the  second  is  designed  to  neutralize  the  sanction 
given  to  slavery  by  the  New  Testament. 

The  Dr.  frankly  admits,  that  the  law  of  Moses  did  establish 
slavery  in  the  Jewish  commonwealth;  and  he  admits  with  equal 
frankness,  that  it  was  incorporated  as  an  element  in  the  gospel 
church.  For  the  purpose,  however,  of  destroying  the  sanction 
thus  given  to  the  legality  of  the  relation  under  the  law  of  Moses, 
he  assumes  two  things  in  relation  to  it,  which  are  expressly  con- 
n»dicted  by  the  law.  He  assumes,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
Almighty,  under  the  law,  gave  a  special  permission  to  the  Israel- 
ites to  enslave  the  seven  devoted  nations,  as  a  punishment  for 
:lieir  sins.    He  then  assumes,  in  the  second  place,  that  this 
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special  permission  to  enslave  the  seven  nations,  prohibited,  by 
implication^  the  enslaving  of  all  other  nations.  The  conclusion 
^ which  the  Dr.  draws  from  the  above  assumptions  is  this — ^thata 
special  permission  under  the  law,  to  enslave  a  particular  people, 
as  a  punishment  for  their  sins,  is  not  a  general  permission  under 
the  gospel,  to  enslave  all,  or  any  other  people.  The  premises 
here  assumed,  and  from  which  this  conclusion  is  drawn,  are  pre- 
cisely the  reverse  of  what  is  recorded  in  the  Bible. 

The  Bible  statement  is  this :  that  the  Israelites  under  the  law, 
80  far  from  being  permitted  or  required  to  enslave  the  seven 
nations,  as  a  punishment  for  their  sins,  were  expressly  com- 
manded to  destroy  them  utterly.  Here  is  the  proof — Deut.  vii : 
1  and  2 :  "  When  the  Lord  thy  God  shall  bring  thee  into  the  land 
whither  thou  goest  to  possess  it,  and  hath  cast  out  many  nations 
before  thee,  the  Hittities,  and  the  Girgashites,  and  the  Amorites, 
and  the  Canaanites,  and  the  Perizzites,  and  the  Hivites,  and  the 
Jebusites,  seven  nations  greater  and  mightier  than  thou;  and 
when  the  Lord  thy  God  shall  deliver  them  before  thee,  thou  shalt 
smite  them,  and  utterly  destroy  tliem^  thou  shalt  make  no  cove- 
nant with  then,  nor  show  mercy  unto  them."  And  again,  in 
Deut.  XX :  16  and  17 :  ''But  the  cities  of  these  people,  which  the 
Lord  thy  God  doth  give  thee  for  an  inheritance,  tliou  shalt  save 
alive  nothing  that  hreatheth.  But  thou  shalt  utterly  destroy 
them^  namely,  the  Hittities,  and  the  Amorites,  the  Canaanites, 
and  the  Perizzites,  the  Hivites,  and  the  Jebusites,  as  the  Lord 
thy  Ood  hath  commanded  thee.^'^  This  law  was  delivered  by 
Moses,  and  was  executed  by  Joshua  some  years  afterward,  to  the 
letter.  • 

Here  is  the  proof  of  it.  Josh,  xi :  14  to  20  inclusive:  "And 
all  the  spoil  of  these  cities,  and  the  cattle,  the  children  of  Israel 
took  for  a  prey  unto  themselves  ;  hut  every  man  they  smote  with 
the  edge  of  the  sword  until  they  had  destroyed  them^  neither  left 
they  any  to  ireathe.^^ 

^'As  the  Lord  commanded  Moses  his  servant;  so  did  Moses 
command  Joshua,  and  so  did  Joshua  ;  he  left  nothing  undone  of 
all  that  the  Lord  commanded  Moses.  So  Joshua  took  all  that 
land,  the  hills  and  all  the  south  country,  and  all  the  land  of 
Goshen,  and  the  valley  and  the  plain,  and  the  mountain  of  Israel, 
and  the  valley  of  the  same.  Even  from  the  mount  Halak  that 
goeth  up  to  Sier,  even  unto  Baalgad,  in  the  valley  of  Lebanon, 
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under  monnt  Hermon,  and  all  their  kings  he  took,  and  smote 
them,  and  slew  them.  Joshaa  made  war  a  long  time  witti  all 
these  kings.  There  was  not  a  city  that  made  peace  with  ttie 
children  of  Israel,  9ave  the  Hivite$^  the  inliabitants  cf  Gibeon^  all 
others  they  took  in  battle.  For  it  was  of  the  Lord  to  harden  their 
hearts,  that  they  should  come  against  Israel  in  the  battle,  th(U  he 
might  destroy  them  utterly^  and  that  they  might  have  no  favor, 
bnt  that  he  might  destroy  them,  m  the  Lord  commanded  Jfoses,^^ 
In  this  account  of  their  deetruetiotij  the  Gibeonitcs,  who  deceived 
Joshna,  are  excepted,  and  the  reason  given  is,  that  Joshna  in 
their  case,  £eiiled  to  ask  counsel  at  the  mouth  of  the  Lord.  Here 
is  the  proof:  ^'  And  the  men  took  of  them  victuals,  and  asked  not 
counsel  of  the  mouth  of  the  Lord." — Josh,  ix:  14.  This  coun- 
sel Joshua  was  expressly  commanded  to  ask,  when  he  was  or- 
dained some  time  before,  to  be  the  executor  of  God's  legielettive 
wiU^  by  Moses.  Here  is  the  proof — Numb,  xxvii:  18 — ^33: 
^*  And  the  Lord  said  unto  Moses,  Take  thee  Joshua,  the  son  of 
Nun,  a  man  in  whom  is  the  spirit,  and  lay  thy  hand  upon  him ; 
and  set  him  before  Eleazar  the  priest,  and  before  all  the  congre- 
gation ;  and  give  him  a  charge  in  their  sight.  And  thou  shalt 
put  some  of  thine  honor  upon  him,  that  all  the  congregation  of 
the  children  of  Israel  may  be  obedient.  And  he  shall  stand 
before  Eleazar  the  priest^  who  shall  ask  counsel  for  him^  after 
ifie  judgment  of  Urim  before  ths  Lord:  at  his  word  shall  they 
go  out^  and  at  his  word  shall  they  come  in^  both  he  and  all  the 
children  of  Israel  with  him^  even  all  the  congregation.  And 
Moses  did  as  the  Lord  cdhimanded  him ;  and  he  took  Joshua  and 
set  him  before  Eleazar  the  priest,  and  before  all  the  congregation. 
And  he  laid  his  hands  upon  him,  and  gave  him  a  charge^  as  the 
Lord  commajided  by  the  hand  of  JtfosesJ^  These  scriptures 
furnish  a  palpable  contradiction  of  the  first  assumption,  that  is — 
that  the  Lord  gave  a  special  permission  to  enslave  the  seven 
nations.  The  Lord  ordered  that  they  should  be  destroyed  utterly. 
As  to  the  second  assumption,  so  far  from  tho  Israelites  being 
prohibited  by  implication^  from  enslaving  the  subjects  of  other 
nations,  they  were  expressly  authorized  by  the  law  to  make  slaves 
by  war^  of  any  other  nation.  Here  is  the  proof — Deut.  xx :  10 
to  17  inclusive :  "  When  thou  comest  nigh  unto  a  city  to  fight 
against  it,  then  proclaim  peace  unto  it.  And  it  shall  bo  if  it 
make  thee  answer  of  peace,  and  open  unto  thee,  then  it  shall  be. 
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that  all  the  people  that  is  fonud  therein,  shall  be  tributaries  unto 
thee,  and  they  shall  serve  thee.  And  if  it  will  niake  no  peace 
with  thee,  but  will  make  war  against  thee,  then  thou  shalt  besiege 
it.  And  when  the  Lord  thy  God  hath  delivered  it  into  thy  hands, 
then  shalt  thou  smite  every  male  thereof  with  the  edge  of  the 
Bword.  But  the  women  and  the  little  ones^  and  the  cattle^  and 
all  that  18  in  the  city^  even  all  the  spoils  thereof,  shalt  thou  take 
unto  thyself;  and  thou  shalt  eat  the  spoil  of  thine  enemies,  which 
the  Lord  thy  God  hath  given  thee.  Thiis  shxilt  thou  do  unto  all 
the  cities  which  are  very  far  off  from  thee  which  are  not  of  the 
cities  of  these  nations.  But  of  the  cities  of  the^e  people^  which 
the  Lord  thy  Ood  doth  give  thee  for  an  inheritance^  thou  shalt 
save  alive  nothing  that  hreatheth.  But  thou  slialt  utterly  de- 
stroy them^  namely^  the  Hittites^  and  the  Amorites^  the  Canaan- 
iteSy  and  the  Perizzites^  tlie  Hivite^^  and  tlie  Jehusites^  as  tjie 
Lord  thy  Ood  hath  commanded  thee.^^  They  were  authorized  also 
by  the  law,  to  purchase  slaves  with  money  of  any  nation  except 
the  seven.  Here  is  the  proof — Levit.  xxv :  44, 45,  and  46 :  "  Both 
thy  bond-men  and  thy  bond-maids,  which  thou  shalt  have,  shall 
be  of  the  heathen  that  are  round  about  you ;  (that  is,  round 
about  the  country  given  them  of  God,  which  was  the  country  of 
the  seven  nations  they  were  soon  to  occupy ;)  of  them  shall  ye 
buy  bond-men  and  bond-maids.  Moreover,  of  the  children  of  the 
strangers  that  do  sojourn  among  you,  (that  is,  the  mixed  multitude 
of  strangers  which  come  up  with  them  from  Egypt,  mentioned  in 
Exod.  xii:  38,)  of  them  shall  ye  buy,  and  of  their  fiimilies  that 
are  with  you,  which  they  begat  in  youi*  land ;  and  they  shall  be 
your  possession.  And  ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for 
your  children  after  you,  to  inherit  them  for  a  possession^  they 
shall  be  your  bond-men  forever." 

Now,  let  it  be  noted  that  this  first  law,  of  Dent,  xx :  above  re- 
ferred to,  which  authorized  them  to  make  slaves  by  war  of  any 
other  nation,  was  executed  for  the  first  time^  under  the  direction 
of  Moses  himself,  when  thirty-two  thousand  of  the  Midianites 
were  enslaved.    These  slaves  were  not  of  the  seven  nations. 

And  it  is  worthy  of  further  remark,  that  of  each  half,  into 
which  the  Lord  had  these  slaves  divided,  he  claimed  for  his  por- 
tion, one  slave  of  every  five  hundred  for  the  priests,  and  one  slave 
of  every  fifty  for  the  Levites.  These  slaves  he  gave  to  the  priests 
and  Levites,  who  were  his  representatives  to  be  their  property 
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rever. — ^Numb.  xxxi.     Tliese  scriptures  palpably  contradict  the 

r.'s  second  assumption — that  is,  that  they  were  prohibited  by 

gplication  from  enslaving  the  subjects  of  any  other  nation. 

le  Dr.'s  assumptions  being  the  antipodes  of  truth,  they  cannot 

mish  a  conclusion  that  is  warranted  by  the  truth. 

The  conclusion  authorized  by  the  truth,  is  this :  that  the  mak- 

g  of  slaves  by  war,  and  the  purchase  of  slaves  with  money,  was 

;alized  by  the  Almighty  in  the  Jewish  commonwealth,  as  re 

rds  the  subject  of  cUl  nations  except  tTie  seven.  •  ** 

The  second  argument  of  the  Dr.'s,  as  I  remarked,  is  designed 

neutralize  the  sanction  given  to  slavery  in  the  New  Testament. 

The  Dr.  frankly  admits  that  slavery  was  sanctioned  by  the 

postles  in  the  Apostolic  churches.     But  to  neutralize  this  sane- 

n,  he  resorts  to  two  more  assumptions,  not  only  without  proof, 

t  palpably  contradicted  by  the  Old  and  New  Testament  text. 

e  first  assumption  is  this — t?uit  polygamy  and  divorce  were 

Ih  sins  under  the  law  of  Mbses^  althmtgh  sanctioned  by  the 

0.     And  the  second  assumption  is,  that  polygamy  and  divorce 

3  known  to  be  sins  under  the  gospd^  Hot  by  any  gospel  teach- 

f  or  prohibition,  but  by  the  general  principles  of  morality. 

om   these  premises  the  conclusion  is  drawn,  that  although 

very  was  sanctioned  in  the  Apostolic  church,  yet  it  was  a  sin, 

;au8e,  like  polygamy  and  divorce,  it  was  contrary  to  the  prin- 

Jes  of  the  moral  law.     The  premises  from  which  this  conclu- 

n  is  drawn,  are  at  issue  with  the  word  of  God,  and  therefore 

J  conclusion  must  be  false.    The  first  thing  here  Assumed  is, 

it  polygamy  and  divorce,  although  sanctioned  by  the  law  of 

leee,  were  both  sins  under  that  law.     Now,  so  far  from  this 

iDg  true,  as  to  polygamy^  it  is  a  fact  that  polygamy  was  not 

ly  sanctioned,  when  men  chose  to  practice  it,  but  it  was  ex- 

jssly  enjoined  by  the  law  in  certain  cases,  and  a  most  humili- 

ng  penalty  annexed  to  the  breach  of  the  command. — Deut. 

v\  5 — 9.     As  sin  is  defined  by  the  Holy  Ghost  to  be  a  trans- 

jsaion  of  the  law,  it  is  impossible  that  polygamy  could  have 

311  a  sin  under  the  law,  unless  it  was  a  sin  to  obey  the  law,  and 

act  of  righteousness  to  transgress  it.    That  polygamy  was  a 

1  under  the  law,  therefore,  is  palpably  false. 

A.B  to  divorce^  the  Almighty  gave  it  the  fall  and  explicit  sanc- 

n  of  his  authority,  in  the  law  of  Moses,  for  various  causes.-r- 

jnt.  xxiv:  1.     For  those  causes,  therefore,  divorce  could  not 
33 
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have  been  a  sin  nnder  the  law,  unless  human  conduct,  in  exact 
accordance  with  the  law  of  God,  was  sinful.  The  first  thing  as- 
sumed by  the  Dr.,  therefore,  that  polygamy  and  divorce  were  both 
Bins,  under  the  law,  is  proved  to  be  false.  They  were  lawful,  and 
therefore,  could  not  be  sinful. 

The  Dr.'s  second  assumption  (with  respect  to  polygamy  and 
divorce,)  is  this,  that  they  are  known  under  the  gospel  to  be  sins, 
not  by  the  prohibitory  precepts  of  the  gospel,  but  by  the  general 
principles  of  morality.  This  assumption  is  certainly  a  very 
astonishing  one — for  Jesus  Christ  in  one  breath  has  uttered  lan- 
guage as  perfectly  subversive  of  all  authority  for  polygamy  and 
divorce  in  his  kingdom,  as  light  is  subversive  of  darkness.  The 
Pharisees,  ever  desirous  of  exposing  him  to  the  prejudices  and 
passions  of  the  people,  "  asked  him  in  the  presence  of  great  mul- 
titudes, who  came  with  him  from  Galilee  into  the  coasts  of  Judea 
beyond  Jordan,"  whether  he  admitted,  with  Moses,  the  legality 
of  divorce  for  every  cause.  Their  object  was  to  provoke  him  to 
the  exercise  of  legislative  authority ;  to  whom  ho  promptly  re- 
plied, that  God  made  Aian  at  the  beginning,  male  and  female, 
and  ordained  that  the  male  and  female  by  marriage,  should  be 
one  flesh.  And  for  satisfactory  reasons,  had  sanctioned  divorce 
among  Abraham's  seed;  and  then  adds,  as  a  law-giver,  "But  I 
say  T^nto  you,  that  whosoever  shall  put  away  his  wife,  (except  for 
fornication,)  and  shall  marry  another,  committeth  adultery ;  and 
if  a  woman  put  away  her  husband,  and  marry  again,  she  com- 
mitteth adultery."  Here  polygamy  and  divorce  die  together.  The 
law  of  Christ  is,  that  neither  party  shall  put  the  other  away — 
that  either  party,. taking  another  companion,  while  the  first  com- 
panion lives,  is  guilty  of  adultery — consequently,  polygamy  and 
divorce  are  prohibited  forever,  unless  this  law  is  violated — and 
that  violation  is  declared  to  be  adultery,  which  excludes  from  his 
kingdom. — 1  Cor.  vi :  9.  After  the  church  was  organized,  the 
Holy  Ghost,  by  Paul,  commands^  let  not  the  wife  depart  from  her 
husband,  but,  and  if  she  depart  let  her  remain  unmarried — and 
let  not  the  husband  put  away  his  wife. — 1  Cor.  vii :  10.  Here 
divorce  is  prohibited  by  both  parties;  a  second  marriage  accord- 
ing to  Christ,  would  be  adultery,  while  the  first  companion  lives  ; 
consequently,  polygamy  is  prohibited  also. 
'  This  second  assumption,  therefore,  that  polygamy  and  divorce 
are  known  to  be  sins  by  moral  principles  and  not  hy  proAihitory 
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prtoqpts^  is  swept  away  by  the  words  of  Christ,  and  the  teaching 
of  the  Holy  Ghost.  These  nnanthorized  and  dangerous  assump- 
tions are  the  foundation,  upon  which  the  abolition  structure  is 
made  to  rest  by  the  distinguished  Dr.  Wayland. 

The  facts  with  respect  to  polygamy  and  divorce,  warrant  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  conclusion  ;  that  is,  that  if  slavery  under  the 
gospel  is  sinful,  then  its  sinfulness  would  have  been  made  known 
by  the  gospel,  as  has  been  done  with  respect  to  polygamy  and 
divorce.  All  three,  polygamy,  divorce  and  slavery,  were  sanc- 
tioned by  the  law  of  Moses.  But  under  the  gospel,  slavery  has 
been  sanctioned  in  the  church,  while  polygamy  and  divorce  have 
been  excluded  from  the  church.  It  is  manifest,  therefore,  that 
under  the  gospel,  polygamy  and  divorce  have  been  made  sins,  hy 
prohibition^  while  slavery  remains  lawful  because  sanctioned 
and  continued.  The  lawfulness  of  slavery  under  the  gospel, 
rests  upon  the  sovereign  pleasure  oi  Q\m^\.^\vL  p&rmitting  it; 
and  the  sinfulness  of  polygamy  and  divorce,  upon  his  sovereign 
pleasure  in  prohihiting  their  continuance.  The  law  of  Christ 
gives  to  the  relation  of  slavery  its  full  sanction.  That  law  is  to 
be  found,  first,  in  the  admission^  hy  the  apostles^  of  slaveholders 
and  their  slaves  into  the  gospel  church  ;  second,  in  the  positive 
injunction  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  of  obedience  on  the  part  of  Chris- 
tian slaves  in  this  relation,  to  their  believing  masters ;  third,  in 
the  ahsence  of  any  injunction  upon  the  believing  master,  under 
any  circumstances,  to  dissolve  this  relation ;  fourth,  in  the  ahsence 
of  any  instruction  from  Christ  or  the  apostles,  that  the  relation  is 
sinful ;  and  lastly,  in  the  injunction  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  delivered 
by  Paul,  to  withdraw  from  all  such  as  teach  that  this  relation  is 
sinful.  Human  conduct  in  exact  accordance  with  the  law  of 
Christ  thus  proclaimed,  and  thus  expounded  by  the  Holy  Ghost, 
in  the  conduct  and  teaching  of  the  apostles,  cannot  be  sinfiil. 

There  are  other  portions  of  God's  word,  in  the  light  of  which 
we  may  add  to  our  stock  of  knowledge  on  this  subject.  For 
instance,  the  Almighty  by  Moses  legalized  marriage  between 
female  slaves  and  Abraham's  male  descendants.  But  under  this 
law  the  wife  remained  a  slave  still.  If  she  belonged  to  the  hus- 
band, then  this  law  gave  freedom  to  her  children ;  but  if  she 
belonged  to  another  man,  then  her  children,  though  born  in  law- 
ful wedlock,  were  hereditary  slaves. — Exod.  xxi:  4.  Again,  if  a 
man  marries  his  own  slave,  then  he  lost  the  right  to  sell  her — ^if 
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he  divorced  her,  then  she  gaiucd  her  freedom. — Deut.  xxi  :  10  to 
14,  inclusive.  Again,  there  was  a  law  from  God  which  granted 
rights  to  Abraham's  sons  under  a  matrimonial  contract;  for  a 
violation  of  the  rights  conferred  by  this  la\^  a  free  woman^  and 
Tier  seducer^  forfeited  their  lives,  Deut.  xxii :  23  and  24 ;  also  13 
to  21,  inclusive.  But  for  the  same  offense,  a  slave  only  exposed 
herself  to  stripes,  and  her  seducer  to  the  penalty  of  a  sheep. — 
Levit.  xix :  20  to  22,  inclusive.  Again,  there  was  a  law  which 
guarded  his  people,  whether  free  or  bond,  from  personal  violence. 
If  in  vindictiveness,  a  man  with  an  unlawful  weapon,  maimed 
his  own  slave  by  knocking  out  his  eye,  or  his  tooth,  the  slave  was 
to  be  free  for  this  wanton  act  of  personal  violence,  as  a  penalty 
upon  the  master. — Exod.  xxi:  26  to  27,  inclusive.  But  for  the 
same  offense,  committed  against  a  free  person,  the  offender  had  to 
pay  an  eye  for  an  eye,  and  a  tooth  for  a  tooth,  as  the  penalty. — 
Levit.  xxiv;  19,  20,  and  Exod.  xxi:  24  and  25,  inclusive. 
Again,  there  was  a  1^  to  guard  the  personal  safety  of  the  com- 
munity against  dangerous  stock.  If  an  ox,  known  to  be  danger- 
ous, was  suffered  to  run  at  large  and  kill  a  person,  if  the  person 
BO  killed  wasfree^  then  the  owner  forfeited  his  life  for  his  neglect, 
— Exod.  xxi :  29.  But  if  the  person  so  killed  wa^  a  slave^  then 
the  offender  was  fined  thirty  shekels  of  silver. — Exod.  xxi:  32. 
In  some  things,  slaves  among  the  Israelites,  as  among  us,  were 
invested  with  privileges  above  hired  servants — they  were  privi- 
leged to  eat  the  Passover,  but  hii'ed  servants  were  not,  Exod. 
xii :  44,  45 ;  and  such  as  were  owned  by  the  priests  and  Levites 
were  privileged  to  eat  of  the  holy  things  of  their  masters,  but 
hired  servants  dare  not  taste  them. — Levit.  xxii:  10,  11.  These 
are  statutes  from  the  Creator  of  man.  They  are  certainly  predi- 
cated upon  a  view  of  things,  in  the  Divine  mind,  that  is  some- 
what different  from  that  which  makes  an  abolitionist ;  and,  to 
say  the  least,  they  deserve  consideration  with  all  men  who  wor- 
ship the  God  of  the  Bible,  and  not  the  God  of  their  own  imagi- 
nation. They  show  very  cleai'ly,  that  our  Creator  is  the  author 
of  social,  moral,  and  political  inequality  among  men.  That  so 
far  from  the  Scriptures  teaching,  as  abolitionists  do,  that  all  men 
have  ever  had  a  divine  right  to  freedom  and  equality,  they  show, 
in  so  many  words^  that  marriages  were  sanctioned  of  God  as  law- 
ful, in  which  he  enacted^  that  the  children  of  free  men  should  be 
bom  hereditary  slaves.    They  show  also,  that  he  guarded  the 
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chastity  of  the  free  by  the  price  of  life,  aud  the  chastity  of  the 
slave  by  the  rod.  They  show,  that  in  the  judgment  of  God,  the 
life  of  a  free  man  in  the  days  of  Moses,  was  too  sacred  for  com- 
mutation, while  a  fine  of  thirty  shekels  of  silver  was  suflScient  to 
expiate  for  the  death  of  a  slave.  As  I  said  in  my  first  essay,  so 
I  say  now,  this  is  a  controverey  between  abolitionists  and  their 
Maker.  I  see  not  how,  with  their  present  views  and  in  their 
present  temper,  they  can  stop  short  of  blasphemy  against  that 
Being  who  enacted  these  laws. 

Of  late  years,  some  obscure  passages  (which  have  no  allusion 
whatever  to  the  subject)  have  been  brought  forward  to  show,  that 
God  Tiated  slavery^  although  the  work  of  his  own  hands.  Once 
for  all,  I  challenge  proof,  that  in  the  Old  Testament  or  the  New, 
any  reproof  was  ever  uttered  against  involuntary  slavery^  01* 
against  any  abuse  of  its  authority.  Upon  abolition  principles, 
this  is  perfectly  unacconntable,  and  of  itself,  is  an  unanswerable 
argument  that  the  relation  is  not  sinful. 

The  opinion  has  been  announced  also  of  late,  that  slavery 
among  the  Jews  was  felt  to  be  an  evil,  and,  by  degrees,  that  they 
abolished  it.  To  ascertain  the  correctness  of  this  opinion,  let  the 
following  consideration  be  weighed:  After  centuries  of  cruel 
national  bondage  practiced  upon  Abraham's  seed  in  Egypt,  they 
were  brought  in  godly  contrition  to  pour  out  "  the  effectual  fer- 
vent prayer"  of  a  righteous  people,  to  the  Almighty  for  mercy, 
and  were  answered  by  a  covenant  God,  who  sent  Moses  to  deliver 
them  from  their  bondage — but  let  it  be  remembered,  that  when 
this  deliverance  from  bondage  to  the  nation  of  Egypt  was  vouch- 
safed to  them,  they  were  extensive  domestic  slave  owners.  God 
had  not  by  his  providential  dealings,  nor  in  any  other  way,  shown 
them  the  sin  of  domestic  slavery — for  they  held  on  to  their  slaves, 
and  brought  them  out  as  their  property  into  the  wilderness.  And 
it  is  worthy  of  further  remark,  that  the  Lord,  before  they  left  Egypt^ 
recognized  these  slaves  as  property^  which  they  had  bought  with 
their  money,  and  that  he  secured  to  these  slaves  privileges  abov^c 
hired  servants,  simply  because  they  were  slaves. — Exod.  xii :  44, 
45.  And  let  it  be  noticed  further,  that  the  first  law  passed  by 
the  Almighty  after  proclaiming  the  ten  commandments  or  moral 
constitution  of  the  nation,  was  a  law  to  regulate  property  rights 
in  hereditary  slaves,  and  to  regulate  property  rights  in  Jewish 
hired  servants  for  a  term  of  veai-s. — Exod.  xxi :    1  to  6,  inclusive. 
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And  let  it  be  considered  further,  that  when  the  Israelites  were 
subjected  to  a  cruel  captivity  in  Babylon,  more  than  eight  hund- 
red years  after  this,  they  were  still  extensive  slave  owners ;  that 
when  humbled  and  brought  to  repentance  for  their  sins,  and  the 
Lord  restored  them  to  their  own  land  again,  that  he  brought  them 
back  to  their  old  homes  as  slave  owners.  Although  greatly  im- 
poverished by  a  seventy  years'  captivity  in  a  foreign  land,  yet  the 
slaves  which  they  brought  up  from  Babylon  bore  a  proportion 
of  nearly  one  slave  for  every  five  free  persons  that  returned,  or 
about  one  slave  for  every  femily. — Ezra  ii :  64,  65.  Now,  can  we, 
in  the  face  of  tliese  facts,  believe  they  were  tired  of  slavery  when 
they  came  out  of  Egypt  ?  It  had  then  existed  five  hundred  years. 
Or  can  we  believe  they  were  tired  of  it  when  they  came  up  from 
Babylon?  It  had  then  existed  among  them  fourteen  hundred 
years.  Or  can  we  believe  that  God  put  them  into  these  schools 
of  affiction  in  Egypt  and  Babylon  to  teach  them,  (and  all  others 
through  them,)  the  sinfulness  of  slavery,  and  yet,  that  he  brought 
them  out  without  giving  them  the  first  hint  that  involuntary  sla- 
very was  a  sin  ?  And  let  it  be  further  considered,  that  it  was  the 
business  of  the  prophets  which  the  Lord  raised  up,  to  make  known 
to  them  the  sins  for  which  his  judgments  were  sent  upon  them. 
The  sins  which  he  charged  upon  them  in  all  his  visitation  are 
upon  record.  Let  any  man  find  involuntary  slavery  in  any  of 
God's  indictments  against  them,  and  I  will  retract  all  I  have  ever 
written. 

In  my  original  essay,  I  said  nothing  of  Paul's  letter  to  Phile- 
mon, concerning  Onesimus,  a  run-away  slave,  converted  by  Paul's 
preaching  at  Rome ;  and  who  was  returned  by  the  Apostle,  with 
a  most  affectionate  letter  to  his  master,  entreating  the  master  to 
receive  him  again,  and  to  forgive  him.  O,  how  immeasurably 
different  Paul's  conduct  to  this  slave  and  his  master,  from  the 
conduct  of  our  abolition  brethren  1  Which  are  we  to  think  is 
guided  by  the  Spirit  of  God  ?  It  is  impossible  that  both  can  be 
guided  by  that  Spirit,  unless  sweet  water  and  bitter  can  come 
from  the  same  fountain.  This  letter,  itself,  is  suflScient  to  teach 
any  man,  capable  of  being  taught  in  the  ordinary  way,  that 
slavery  is  not,  in  the  sight  of  Ood^  what  it  is  in  the  sight  of 
the  abolitionists. 

I  had  prepared  the  argument  furnished  by  this  letter  for  my 
original  essay ;  I  afterward  struck  it  out,  because  at  that  time,  so 
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little  had  the  Bible  been  examined  at  the  North  in  reference  to 
slayery,  that  the  abolitionists  very  generally  thought  that  this  was 
the  only  scripture  which  Southern  slaveholders  could  find,  giving 
any  countenance  to  their  views  of  slavery.  To  test  the  correct- 
ness of  this  opinion,  therefore,  I  determined  to  make  no  allusion 
to  it  at  that  time. 

Now,  my  dear  sir,  if  from  the  evidence  contained  in  the  Bible 
to  prove  slavery  a  lawful  relation  among  God's  people  under 
every  dispensation,  the  assertion  is  still  made,  in  the  very  face  of 
this  evidence,  that  slavery  has  ever  been  the  greatest  sin — every- 
where^ and  under  all  circumstances — can  you,  or  can  any  sane 
man  bring  himself  to  believe,  that  the  mind  capable  of  such  a 
decision,  is  not  capable  of  trampling  the  word  of  God  under  foot 
upon  any  subject  ? 

If  it  were  not  known  to  be  the  fact,  we  could  not  admit  that  a 
Bible-reading  man  could  bring  himself  to  believe,  with  Dr.  Way- 
land,  that  a  thing  made  lawfril  by  the  God  of  heaven,  was,  not- 
withstanding, the  greatest  sin — ^and  that  Moses  under  the  law, 
and  Jesus  Christ  under  the  gospel,  had  sanctioned  and  regulated 
ilL  practice,  the  greatest  known  sin  on  earth — and  that  Jesus  had 
left  his  church  to  find  out  as  best  they  might,  that  the  law  of 
God  which  established  slavery  under  the  Old  Testament,  and  the 
precepts  of  the  Holy  Ghost  which  regulate  the  mutual  duty  of 
master  and  slave  under  the  New  Testament,  were  laws  and  pre- 
cepts, to  sanction  and  regulate  among  the  people  of  God  the 
greatest  sin  which  was  ever  perpetrated. 

It  is  by  no  means  strange  that  it  should  have  taken  seventeen 
centuries  to  make  such  discoveries  as  the  above,  and  it  is  woiiihy 
of  note,  that  these  discoveries  were  made  at  last  by  men  who  did 
not  appear  to  know,  at  the  time  they  made  them,  what  was  in  the 
Bible  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  and  who  now  appear  unwilling 
that  the  teachings  of  the  Bible  should  be  spread  before  the  peo- 
ple— this  last  I  take  to  be  the  case,  because  I  have  been  unable  to 
get  the  Northern  press  to  give  it  publicity. 

Many  anti-slavery  men  into  whose  hands  my  essays  chanced  to 
fall,  have  frankly  confessed  to  me,  that  in  their  Bible  reading, 
they  had  overlooked  the  plain  teaching  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  by 
taking  what  they  read  in  the  Bible  about  masters  and  servants, 
to  have  reference  to  hired  servants  and  their  employers. 

You  ask  me  for  my  opinion  about  the  emancipation  movement 
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in  the  State  of  Kentucky.  I  hold  that  the  emancipation  of  he- 
reditary slaves  by  a  State  is  not  commanded,  or  in  any  way 
required  by  the  Bible.  The  Old  Testament  and  the  New,  sanction 
slavery,  but  under  no  aircumstances  enjoin  its  abolition,  even 
among  saints.  Now,  if  religion,  or  the  duty  we  owe  our  Creator, 
was  inconsistent  with  slavery,  then  this  could  not  be  so.  If  pure 
religion,  therefore,  did  not  require  its  abolition  under  the  law  of 
Moses,  nor  in  the  church  of  Christ — we  may  safely  infer,  that  our 
political,  moral  and  social  relations  do  not  require  it  in  a  State ; 
unless  a  State  requires  higher  moral,  social,  and  religious  qualities 
in  its  subjects,  than  a  gospel  church. 

Masters  have  been  left  by  the  Almighty,  both  under  the  patri- 
archal, legal,  and  gospel  dispensations,  to  their  individual  dis 
cretion  on  the  subject  of  emancipation. 

The  principle  of  justice  inculcated  by  the  Bible,  refiises  to 
sanction,  it  seems  to  me,  such  an  outrage  upon  the  rights  of  men, 
as  would  be  perpetrated  by  any  sovereign  State,  which,  to-day, 
makes  a  thing  to  be  property,  and  to-morrow,  takes  it  from  the 
lawful  owners,  without  political  necessity  or  pecuniary  com- 
pensation. Now,  if  it  be  morally  right  for  a  majority  of  the 
people  (and  that  majority  possibly  a  meagre  one,  who  may  not 
own  a  slave)  to  take,  without  necessity  or  compensation,  the 
property  in  slaves  held  by  a  minority,  (and  that  minority  a  large 
one,)  then  it  would  be  morally  right  for  a  majority,  without 
property,  to  take  any  thing  else  that  may  be  lawfully  owned  by 
the  prudent  and  care-taking  portion  of  the  citizens. 

As  for  intelligent  philanthropy,  it  shudders  at  the  infliction  of 
certain  iTiin  upon  a  whole  race  of  helpless  beings.  K  emancipa- 
tion by  law  is  philanthropic  in  Kentucky,  it  is,  for  the  same 
reasons,  philanthropic  in  every  State  in  the  Union.  But  nothing 
in  the  future  is  more  certain,  than  that  such  emancipation  would 
begin  to  work  the  degradation  and  final  ruin  of  the  slave  race, 
from  the  day  of  its  consummation. 

Break  the  master's  sympathy,  which  is  inseparably  connected 
with  his  property  right  in  his  slave,  and  that  moment  the  slave 
race  is  placed  upon  a  common  level  with  all  other  'competitors 
for  the  rewards  of  merit ;  but  as  the  slaves  are  inferior  in  the 
qualities  which  give  success  among  competitors  in  our  country, 
extreme  poverty  would  be  their  lot ;  and  for  the  want  of  means 
to  rear  families^  they  would  multiply  slowly,  and  die  out  by 
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inches,  degraded  by  vice  and  crime,  nnpitied  by  honest  and 
▼irtnons  men,  and  heart-broken  by  safierings  without  a  parallel. 
So  long  as  States  let  masters  alone  on  this  subject,  good  men 
among  them,  both  in  the  church  and  out  of  it,  will  struggle  on, 
as  experience  may  dictate  and  justify,  for  the  benefit  of  the  slave 
race.  And  should  the  time  ever  come,  when  emancipation  in  its 
consequences,  will  comport  with  the  moral,  social,  and  political 
obligations  of  Christianity,  then  Christian  masters  will  invest 
their  slaves  with  freedom,  and  then  will  the  good-will  of  those 
follow  the  descendants  of  Ham,  who,  without  any  agency  of  their 
own,  have  been  made  in  this  land  of  liberty,  their  providential 
guardians. 

Yours,  with  affection, 

Thornton  Strinqfellow. 

[It  is  or  ought  to  be  known  to  all  men,  that  African  slavery  in  the  United 
States  originated  in,  and  is  perpetuated  by  a  social  and  political  necessity,  and 
that  its  continuance  is  demanded  equally  by  the  highest  interests  of  both  races. 
All  writers  on  public  law,  from  Drs.  Channing  and  Wayland,  among  the  aboli- 
tionists, up  to  the  highest  authorities  on  national  law,  admit  the  necessity  and 
propriety  of  slavery  in  a  social  body,  whenever  men  will  not  provide  for  their 
own  wants,  and  yield  obedience  to  the  law  which  guards  the  rights  of  others. 
The  guardianship  and  control  of  the  black  race,  by  the  white,  in  this  Union,  is 
an  indispensable  Christian  duty,  to  which  we  must  as  yet  look,  if  we  would 
secure  the  well-being  of  both  races.] 
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To  satisfy  the  conscientiousness  of  Christians,  I  published  in 
the  Herald^  some  years  past,  Bible  evidence,  to  prove  slavery  a 
lawful  relation  among  men.  In  a  late  communication  you*  refer 
to  this  essay^  and  express  a  wish  that  it  should  be  republished. 
Many  have  expressed  a  similar  wish. 

Some  who  admit  the  legality  of  slavery  in  the  sight  of  God, 
question  the  expediency  of  its  expansiofi.  It  is  believed  by  them 
to  be  an  element  that  is  hostile  to  the  best  interests  of  society, 
and  therefore,  great  efforts  have  been,  and  are  now  being  made, 
to  exclude  it  from  all  the  new  States  and  Territories  which  may 
hereafter  be  organized  upon  our  soil. 

While  the  expediency  of  its  eaypansion  or  continuance^  are 
questions  with  which  I  have  not  heretofore  meddled,  yet  I  hold 
their  investigation  to  be  within  the  legitimate  range  of  Christian 
duty. 

K  unquestionable  facts  and  eopperience  warrant  the  conclusion^ 
that  while  slavery  is  lawful,  yet  its  continuance  or  eocpansion 
among  us  is  inexpedient^  then  let  us  act  accordingly. 

Being  prompted  by  your  request,  I  propose  to  examine  facts^ 
which  are  admitted  the  world  over,  as  evidence  of  prosperity  and 
happiness  in  a  community,  and  to  compare  the  evidence  thus  Air- 
nished  in  different  sections  of  our  country,  where  the  experiment 
of  freedom,  and  the  experiment  of  slavery  have  been  ftiUy  and 
£urly  upon  trial  since  the  commencement  of  our  colonial  exist- 
ence, that  we  may  see,  if  possible,  what  is  true  on  this  subject. 
This  seems  to  be  the  unerring  method  of  coming  at  the  truth. 
And  if  it  shall  appear,  by  such  a  comparison— &irly  made — ^be- 
tween States  of  equal  age,  where  slavery  and  freedom  have  had 
a  fair  opportunity  to  produce  their  legitimate  results,  that  in  all 
the  elements  of  prosperity,  slaveholding  States  suffer  nothing  in 
the  comparison — but  that,  in  almost  every  particular,  are  >decid- 

•  This  letter  was  addressed  to  Elder  James  Fifs. 
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edly  in  advance  of  the  non-slaveholding  StateS)  why  then  we  are 
boand  to  let  the  testimony  of  these  facts  control  onr  judgment. 

Every  man  and  woman  in  the  United  States  should  not  only  be 
willing,  but  desirous  to  know,  what  is  the  matter-of-fact  evidence 
on  this  all-absorbing  question.  It  is  but  lately  that  any  method 
existed,  of  coming  at  undisputed  facts,  which  would  throw  light 
upon  this  subject.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States  seeing  this, 
thought  proper  to  order  that  such  facts  as  tend  to  demonstrate  the 
relative  prosperity  of  the  dilOferent  States  of  the  Union,  in  religion 
— in  morals — ^in  the  acquisition  of  wealth — ^in  the  increase  of  na- 
tive population — ^in  the  prolongation  of  life — ^in  the  diminution  of 
crime,  etc.,  etc.,  should  be  ascertained,  under  oath,  by  competent 
and  responsible  agents,  and  that  these  facts  should  be  published 
at  the  national  expense  for  the  benefit  of  the  people :  so  that  the 
people  could,  understandingly,  fipply  the  corrective  for  evils  Chat 
might  be  found  to  exist  in  one  locality,  and  profit  by  a  knowledge 
of  the  greater  prosperity  that  might  be  found  to  exist  in  another 
locality. 

Up  to  that  time,  the  non-slaveholding  States  affirmed,  and  the 
slaveholding  States  tacitly  admitted,  that  by  this  test,  the  slave- 
holding  States  must  sufier  in  the  compai:;ison,  in  some  important 
items.  The  facts  which  belong  to  the  subject,  are  now  before  the 
world,  in  the  census  of  1850. 

It  is  my  purpose  to  compare  some  of  the  most  important  of 
these  facts,  which  have  a  bearing  on  this  subject.  I  shall  take  for 
the  most  part,  the  six' New  England  States,  on  one  side,  and  the 
five  old  slave  States,  (extending  from,  and  including  Maryland 
and  Georgia,)  on  the  other  side,  for  the  comparison. 

I  select  these  States^  not  because  they  are  the  richest,  (for  they 
are  not,)  but  because  they  all  lie  on  the  Atlantic  side  of  the  Union 
— ^because  they  were  settled  at  or  near  the  same  time — because 
they  have  (within  a  fraction)  an  equal  free  population — and  be- 
cause it  has  been  constantly  affirmed,  and  almost  universally  ad- 
mitted, that  the  advantages  of  freedom,  and  the  disadvantages  of 
slavery,  have  been  more  perfectly  developed  in  these  two  sections, 
than  they  have  been  anywhere  else  in  the  United  States.  There 
have  been  no  controlling  circumstances  at  any  time,  since  their 
first  settlement,  to  neutralize  the  advantages  of  freedom  on  the 
one  side,  or  to  modify  the  evils  of  slavery  on  tlie  other.  Their 
mutual  tendencies,  without  let  or  hindrance,  have  been  in  full 
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and  free  operation  for  more  than  two  centuries.  This  is  surely  a 
length  of  time  quite  suflScient  to  test  the  question  now  in  contro- 
versy between  the  North  and  the  South,  as  to  the  evils  of  slavery. 

The  first  facts  I  shall  examine  are  those  which  throw  light  on 
the  progress  made  in  each  of  these  two  localities  in  religipn.  Of 
all  the  evils  ascribed  to  slavery  by  the  free  men  of  the  North,  none 
equals,  in  their  estimation,  its  deleterious  tendency  upon  religion 
and  morals.  Indeed,  such  is  the  moral  character^  ascribed  by 
many  at  the  North,  who  call  themselves  Christians,  to  a  Southern 
slaveholder,  that  no  degree  of  personal  piety,  of  which  he  can  be 
the  subject,  will  bring  them  to  admit  that  he  is  any  thing  but  a 
God-abhorred  miscreant,  utterly  unfit  for  the  association  of  hon- 
orable men,  much  less  Christian  men. 

In  the  outset  of  this  examination,  let  me  remark,  that  it  is  just 
and  proper,  in  a  comparative  estimate  of  the  tendency  of  freedom 
and  slavery  upon  religion  and  morals,  in  these  two  sections  of  our 
country,  that  due  allowance  be  made  for  the  moral  and  religious 
character  of  the  materials  by  which  these  two  sections  were  origin- 
ally settled.  New  England  was  settled  by  Puritans,  who  were 
remarkable  for  orthodox  sentiments  in  religion — ^for  high-toned 
religious  conscientiousness,  and  a  rigid  personal  piety  ;  while 
these  five  slave  States  were  either  settled,  or  received  character 
from  Cavaliers,  who  rather  scofied  at  pure  religion,  and  were 
highly  tinged  with  infidelity. 

The  stream  does  not,  in  its  flow  onward,  carry  with  more  cer- 
tainty the  characteristics  of  the  fountain,  than  does  progressive 
society,  generally^  the  moral,  social,  and  religious  characteristics 
of  its  origin.  The  five  slave  States,  in  this  comparison  originated 
in  a  people  of  loose  morals — strongly  tinged  with  infidelity — ^and 
subjected,  also,  in  their  onward  progress,  to  all  the  evil  tendencies 
(if  any  there  be)  that  are  ascribed  to  slavery. 

At  the  end  of  more  than  two  centuries,  we  are  comparing  the 
progress  which  these  five  slave  States  have  made  in  religion,  with 
the  progress  made  by  six  non-slaveholding  States,  whose  subjects, 
when  originally  organized  into  communities,  were  in  advance,  in 
personal  piety  and  religious  conscientiousness,  of  any  communi- 
ties that  had  then  been  founded  since  the  days  of  the  apostles — 
and  that  have  been,  in  their  onward  progress,  from  that  time 
until  this,  free  from  all  the  supposed  evils  of  slavery.  If  infi- 
delity and  slavery  be  antagonistic  elements,  almost,  if  not  alto- 
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gether,  too  strong  for  moral  control  in  a  community,  it  certainly 
onght  not  to  seem  strange,  tbat  with  this  original  odds  against 
them,  these  five  old  slave  States  should  be  found  very  far  behind 
their  more  highly  favoured  Northern  neighbors  in  religious  attain- 
ments. 

Religion  being,  at  present,  the  subject  of  comparison,  it  may  be 
appropriate  to  remark  further,  that  the  Christian  religion  is  pro- 
pagated by  God's  blessing  upon  the  observance  of  his  laws. 

The  fundamental  law  of  God,  fm*  its  propagation  requires  the 
gospel  to  be  preached  to  every  creature ;  because,  in  the  divine 
plan,  faith  in  the  gospel  was  to  make  men  Christians.  The  gos- 
pel was  to  be  made  the  power  of  God  unto  salvation,  to  every 
one  that  hdieveth.  This  faith  was  to  bo  originated  by  hearing 
the  gospel,  for  "faith  comes  by  hearing."  All  those  eflbrts, 
therefore,  in  a  community,  which  manifests  the  greatest  solicitude 
on  the  part  of  the  people,  that  the  gospel  should  be  heard^  is  credi- 
ble evidence*  that  the  people  who  make  these  eflbrts,  are  the 
friends  of  Christ,  and  well-wishers  to  his  cause.  Now,  all  those 
means  which  are  most  likely  to  secure  the  ear  of  the  people,  are 
left  by  Christ  to  the  discretion  of  his  friends.  They  may  use  the 
market-place — the  highways — the  forests — or  any  other^pla^e^ 
which  in  their  judgment  is  most  likely  to  get  the  ear  of  the  people 
when  the  gospel  is  proclaimed.  By  common  consent,  however, 
within  the  limits  of  Christian  civilization,  they  have  agreed  that 
suitable  houses,  in  which  the  people  can  meet  to  hear  the  gospel, 
are  the  most  suitable  and  proper  means  for  securing  the  audience 
of  the  people,  and  as  a  consequence,  the  transforming  power  of 
the  gospel  upon  the  hearts  and  lives  of  those  who  hear. 

With  these  views  to  guide  us  in  estimating  the  value  of  the 
facts  to  bo  examined,  we  proceed  to  disclosures  made  l)y  the 
census  of  1850.  We  there  learn  that  the  free  population  of  New 
England  is  two  million  seven  hundred  and  twenty-eight  thousand 
and  sixteen ;  and  that  the  free  population  of  these  five  slave  States 
is  two  million  seven  hundred  and  thirty  thousand  two  hundred 
and  fourteen ;  an  excess  of  only  two  thousand  one  hundred  and 
ninety-eight.  This  fraction  we  will  drop  out,  and  speak  of  them 
as  equals.  New  England,  then,  with  an  equal  population,  has 
erected  four  thousand  six  hundred  and  seven  churches ;  these  five 
Blave  States  have  erected  eight  thousand  and  eighty-one  churches. 
These  New  England  churches  will  accommodate  one  million  eight 
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hundred  and  ninety-three  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty  hearers ; 
the  churches  of  the  five  slave  States  will  accommodate  two  million 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-six  thousand  four  hundred  and  seventy- 
two  hearers.  Thus  we  see  that  these  slave  States,  with  an  equal 
firee  population,  have  erected  nearly  double  the  number  of  churches, 
and  furnished  accommodation  for  upwards  of  a  million  more  per- 
sons, to  hear  the  gospel,  than  can  be  accommodated  in  New  Eng- 
land. In  New  England,  nine  hundred  and  thirty -four  thousand, 
five  hundred  and  sixty-six  of  its  population  (which  is  nearly  one- 
third)  are  excluded  from  a  seat  in  houses  built  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  people  to  hear  the  gospel ;  while  in  these  five  Southern 
States,  there  is  room  enough  for  every  hearer  that  could  be 
crowded  into  the  churches  of  New  England,  and  then  enough 
left  to  accommodate  more  than  a  million  of  slaves. 

Including  slaves,  these  five  Southern  States  have  a  population 
of  seven  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  four  hundred  and  ten 
more  than  New  England ;  yet  while  there  are  seven  hundred  and 
twenty  thousand  four  hundred  and  ten  persons  less  in  New  Eng- 
land to  provide  for,  there  are  two  hundred  thousand  more  persons 
in  New  England  who  can't  find  a  seat  in  the  house  of  Gkxl  to 
hear  tfie  gospel,  than  there  are  in  these  five  slave  States. 

The  next  fact  set  forth  in  the  census,  which  I  will  examine,  is 
equally  suggestive.  These  four  thousand  six  hundred  and  seven 
churches  in  New  England  are  valued  at  nineteen  million  three 
hundred  and  sixty-two  thousand  six  hundred  and  thirty-four  dol- 
lars. These  eight  thousand  and  eighty-one  churches  in  the  five 
slave  States  are  valued  at  eleven  million  one  hundred  and  forty- 
nine  thousand  one  hundred  and  eighteen  dollars.  Here  is  an 
immense  expenditure  in  New  England  to  erect  churches;  yet 
we  see  that  those  New  England  churches,  when  erected,  will  seat 
one  million  three  thousand  and  twenty-two  persons  less  than  those 
erected  by  the  slave  States,  at  a  cost  of  eight  million  one  hundred 
and  thirteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixteen  dollars  less  money. 
What  prompted  to  such  an  expenditure  as  this  ?  Was  it  worldly 
pride  ?  or  was  it  godly  humility  t  Does  it  exhibit  the  evidence  of 
humility,  and  a  desire  to  glorify  Gkxl,  by  a  provision  that  shall 
enable  all  the  people  to  hear  the  gospel?  or  does  it  exhibit 4iie 
evidence  of  pride,  that  seeks  to  glorify  the  wealthy  contributors, 
who  occupy  these  costly  temples  to  the  exclusion  of  the  humble 
poor?    We  must  all  draw  our  own  conclusions.    A  mite,  given 
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to  God  from  a  right  spirit,  was  declared  by  the  Saviour  to  be  more 
than  all  the  costly  gifts  of  wealthy  pride,  which  were  cast  into  the 
offerings  of  God.  The  Saviour  informed  the  messenger  of  John 
the  Baptist,  that  one  of  tTie  signs  by  which  to  decide  the  presence 
of  the  Messiah,  was  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  poor  had  the 
gospel  preached  to  them.  When  we  exclude  the  poor,  we  may 
safely  conclude  we  exclude  Christ. 

It  is  legitimate  to  conclude,  therefore,  that  all  the  arrangements 
found  among  a  people,  which  palpably  defeat  the  preaching  of 
the  gospel  to  the  poor,  are  arrangements  which  throw  a  shade  of 
deep  suspicion  upon  the  character  of  those  who  make  them. 
Costly  palaces  were  never  built  foY*  the  poor;  they  are  neither 
suitable  nor  proper  to  secure  the  preaching  of  the  gospel  to  every 
creature. 

There  is  still  another  fact  revealed  in  the  census,  that  furnishes 
material  for  reflection  when  the  effects  of  slavery  upon  religion 
are  being  tried.  The  six  New  England  States  were  originally 
settled  by  orthodox  Christians — by  men  who  manifested  a  very 
high  regard  for  the  interests  of  pure  religion  ;  the  five  slave 
States,  by  men  who  scoffed  at  religion,  and  who  were  subjected, 
also,  to  the  so-called  curse  of  slavery ;  yet,  at  the  end  of  over  two 
hundred  years,  we  have  to  deduct  from  the  four  thousand  six 
hundred  and  seven  churches  built  up  by  Now  England  orthodoxy 
and  freedom,  the  astonishing  nurriber  of  two  hundred  and  two 
Unitarian,  and  two  hundred  and  eighty-five  CTniversalist  churches 
— while  from  the  five  slave  States,  we  have  to  deduct  from  the  eight 
thousand  and  eighty-one  churches  which  they  have  built,  only 
one  Unitarian,  and  seven  Universalist  churches.  New  England 
regards  these  four  hundred  and  eighty-seven  churches,  which  she 
has  built,  to  be  the  product  of  hlind  guides^  that  are  leaders  of 
the  hlind.  Is  it  not  strange  (she  herself  being  judge)  that  New 
England  orthodoxy  and  personal  freedom  should  beget  this  vast 
amount  of  infidelity ;  while  slaveholders  and  slavery  have 
begotten  so  little  of  it  in  the  same  length  of  time  ?  Is  there 
nothing  in  all  this  to  render  the  correctnes  of  Northern  views 
questionable,  as  to  the  deleterious  tendency  of  slavery  ?  The  facts, 
however,  are  given  to  the  world  in  the  census  of  1850.  All  are 
left  to  draw  from  these  facts  their  own  conclusions.  One  of  these 
conclusions  must  be,  that  there  is  something  else  in  the  world  to 
oorrupt  religion  and  morals,  besides  slaveholders  and  slavery. 
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It  is  not  improper  to  refer  to  some  historical  facts  in  this  con- 
nection, which  are  not  in  the  census,  but  which,  nevertheless,  we 
all  know  to  exist.  There  are  isms  at  the  North  whose  name  is 
Legion.  According  to  the  universal  standard  of  orthodoxy ^  we 
are  compelled  to  exclude  the  subjects  of  these  isms  from  the  pale 
of  Christianity.  What  the  relative  proportion  is,  North  and 
South,  of  such  of  these  isms  as  have  ^been  nurtured  into  organ- 
{zed  existence,  we  have  no  certain  means  of  knowing — and  I  do 
not  wish  to  do  injustice,  or  to  be  offensive,  in  statements  which 
are  not  susceptible  of  proof  by  facts  and  figures — ^yet,  I  suppose 
that  in  the  five  slave  States,  a  man  might  wear  himself  out  in 
travel,  and  never  find  one  of  these  isms  witli  an  organized  exist- 
ence. To  find  a  single  individual,  would  be  doing  more  than 
most  men  have  done,  with  whom  I  am  acquainted.  But  how  is 
it  in  New  England  ?  The  soil  seems  to  suit  them — they  grow  up 
like  Jonah's  gourd.  Some  are  warring  with  great  zeal  against 
the  social,  and  some  against  the  religious  institutions  of  society. 
Why  is  this  ?  The  institution  of  slavery  has  not  produced,  at  the 
North,  the  moral  obliquity,  out  of  which  they  grow — a  reverence 
for  the  Bible  has  not  produced  it.  How  is  their  existence,  then, 
to  be  accounted  for  at  the  North,  under  institutions,  whose  .tend- 
ency is  supposed  to  be  so  favorable  to  moral  and  religious 
prosperity  ?  And  how  is  their  utter  absence  to  be  accounted  for 
at  the  South,  where  the  institution  of  slavery  is  supposed  to  be 
so  fatal  to  morality,  religion  and  virtue  ?  I  will  leave  it  for  others 
to  explain  this  fact.  It  is  a  mysterious  fact,  according  to  the 
modes  of  reasoning  at  the  North.  It  is  assumed  by  the  North, 
that  slavery  tends  to  produce  social,  moral,  and  religious  evils. 
This  assumption  is  flatly  contradicted  by  the  facts  of  the  census. 
These  facts  can  never  bo  explained  by  the  New  England  theory. 
There  was  an  ancient  theory^  held  by  men  who  were  righteous 
in  their  own  eyes,  that  no  good  thing  could  come  out  of  Nazareth. 
By  that  theory  Christ  himself  was  condemned.  It  is  not  wonder- 
*  ful,  therefore,  that  his  friends  should  share  the  same  fate. 

The  next  disclosure  of  the  census,  which  we  will  compare,  are 
those  which  relate  to  the  social  prosperity  of  a  people.  Are  they 
wealthy?  are  they  healthy?  are  they  in  conditions  to  raise 
families,  etc.? 

These  questions  indicate  the  elementH  which  belong  to  the  item 
now  to  be  examined.    States  are  made  up  of  families.    Wealth 
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is  a  blessing  in  those  States  which  have  it  so  distribnted,  as  to 
give  the  greatest  number  of  homes  td  the  families  which  compose 
them.  Wealth,  so  distribnted  in  States,  as  to  diminish  the  nam- 
ber  of  homes,  is  a  curse  to  the  families  which  compose  them^ 
Home  is  the  nursery  and  shield  of  virtue.  No  right-minded  man 
or  ¥roman,  who  had  the  means,  could  ever  consent  to  have  a 
family  without  a  home ;  and  no  State  should  make  wealth  her 
boast,  whose  families  are  extensively  without  homes. 

New  England  has  five  hundred  and  eighteen  thousand  five 
hundred  and  thirty-two  fisunilies,  and  four  hundred  and  forty-seven 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dwellings.     The  five 
slave  States  have  five  hundred  and  six  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  sixty-eight  families,  and  four  hundred  and  ninety-six  thou- 
sand three  hundred  and  sixty-nine  dwellings.     Here  we  see  the 
astonishing  fact,  that  with  an  equal  population,  New  England  has 
eleven  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-four  more  families  than 
these  five  slave  States,  and  that  these  five  slave  States  have  forty- 
eight  thousand  five  hundred  and  eighty  more  dwellings  than  New 
England — so  that  New  England  actually  has  seventy  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  fortv -three  families  without  a  home.     In  New 
England  one  family  in  every  seven  is  without  a  home,  while  in 
these  five  old  slave  States  only  one  family  in  every  ffty-iwo  is 
^thout  a  home. 

According  to  the  average  number  of  persons  composing  a  fam- 
ily, New  England  has  three  hundred  and  seventy-thi^ee  thousand 
seven  hundred  of  her  people  thrown  upon  the  world  without  a 
place  to  call  home. 

It  is  truly  painful  to  think  of  the  eflects  upon  morals  and  vir- 
tue, which  must  flow  from  this  state  of  things  ;  and  it  is  a  pleas- 
ure to  a  philanthropic  heart  to  think  of  the  superior  condition  of 
the  slaveholding  people,  who  so  generally  have  homes,  where 
parents  can  throw  the  shield  of  protection  around  their  ofispring, 
and  guard  them  against  the  dangers  and  demoralizing  tendencies 
of  an  unprotected  condition. 

There  is  another  class  of  facts,  equally  astonishing,  disclosed 
by  the  census,  and  which  belong  to  the  comparison  we  are  now 
making,  between  States  which  were  organized  originally  by  Pu- 
ritan orthodoxy  and  New  England  freedom  on  one  side,  and  by 
infidel  slaveholders  and  slavery  on  the  other.    They  are  facts 

'which  relate  to  natural  increase  in  a  State.    One  of  the  boasts  of 
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Northern  freemen  is  the  increase  of  their  population.  With  such 
a  climate  as  New  England,  it  was  to  be  expected  that  the  people 
would  increase  faster,  and  live  longer,  than  in  the  climate  of 
these  five  slave  States.  It  is  well  known  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  population  of  these  five  Southern  States  have  a  fatal  climate 
to  contend  with,  and  that  everywhere  else  on  the  globe,  under 
similar  circumstan'^es,  a  diminished  increase  of  births,  and  an 
increased  amount  of  deaths  has  been  the  result.  But  the  census, 
as  if  disregarding  climate,  and  slavery,  and  the  universal 
experience  of  all  ages,  testifies  that  there  is  twenty-seven  per 
cent,  more  of  births,  and  thirty-three  per  cent,  less  of  deaths  in 
the  five  old  slave  States,  than  there  is  in  the  six  New  England 
States. 

New  England,  with  an  equal  population,  and  eleven  thousand 
five  hundred  and  sixty-four  more  families,  has  sixteen  thousand 
five  hundred  and  thirty-four  less  annual  births,  and  ten  thousand 
one  hundred  and  fifty-two  more  annual  deaths,  than  these  five 
sickly  old  Southern  slave  States.  The  annual  births  in  New  Eng- 
land are  sixty-one  thousand  one  hundred  and  forty-eight ;  and  in 
the  five  slave  States  seventy-seven  thousand  six  hundred  and 
eighty-three.  In  New  England  the  annual  deaths  are  forty-two 
thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty-eight ;  in  the  five  slave  States 
thirty-two  thousand  two  hundred  and  sixteen. 

In  New  England  the  ratio  of  births  is  one  to  forty-four ;  in 
the  five  slave  States  one  to  thirty-five.  In  New  England  the  ratio 
of  deaths  is  one  to  sixty-four  ;  in  the  five  slave  States  it  is  one  to 
eighty-five. 

The  slaves  are  not  in  this  estimate  of  births  and  deaths ;  they 
are  in  the  census,  however,  and  that  shows  that  they  multiply 
considerably  faster,  and  are  less  liable  to  die  than  the  freemen  of 
New  England. 

Here  are  facts  which  contradict  all  history  and  all  experience. 
In  a  sickly  Southern  climate,  among  slaveholders,  people  actually 
multiply  faster,  and  die  slower,  than  they  do  among  freemen 
without  slavery,  in  one  of  the  purest  and  healthiest  Northern  cli- 
mates in  the  world.  How  is  this  to  be  accounted  for?  Why  do 
people  multiply  rapidly?  Is  it  because  they  live  in  a  healthy  cli- 
mate ?  Why  do  they  die  rapidly  ?  Is  it  because  they  live  in  a 
sickly  climate?  Our  census  contradicts  both  suppositions.  Where, 
then,  does  the  cause  lie  ?    Will  excluding  slavery  from  a  commu- 
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nity  cause  them  to  multiply  more  rapidly  and  die  slower  ?    The 
eensns  says,  No  I 

The  census  testifies  that  the  proportion  of  births  is  twenty- 
seven  per  cent,  greater,  and  the  proportion  of  deaths  thirty -three 
per  cent,  less,  among  slaveholders,  in  a  community  where  slavery 
has  existed  for  more  than  two  hundred  years,  under  all  the  disad- 
vantages of  a  sickly  climate,  than  among  free  men  in  the  pure 
climate  of  New  England.  A  man,  in  his  right  mind,  will  demand 
an  explanation  of  the^e  astonishing  facts.  They  are  easily 
explained.  The  census  discloses  a  degree  of  poverty  in  New 
England,  which  scatters  seventy  thousand  families  to  the  four 
winds  of  heaven,  and  feeds  (as  we  shall  presently  see)  the  poor- 
hou8e^  with  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  per  cent,  more  of  paupers 
than  is  found  in  these  slave  States.  This  is  no  condition  of 
things  to  increase  births,  or  diminish  deaths,  unless  brothels  give 
increase^  and  squalid  poverty  the  requisite  sympathy  and  aid,  to 
recover  the  sick  and  dying,  from  the  period  of  infancy  to  that  of 
old-  age. 

We  proceed  to  compare  other  facts,  which  have  a  bearing  upon 
the  relative  merits  of  difierent  institutions  in  securing  social 
prosperity. 

In  every  country  there  is  a  class  to  be  found  in  such  utter  des- 
titution, that  they  must  either  be  supported  by  charity,  or  perish 
of  want.  This  destitution  arises,  generally,  from  oppressive  exac- 
tions or  excessive  vice,  and  is  evidence  of  the  tendency  of  social 
institutions,  and  the  superiority  of  one  over  another,  in  securing 
the  greatest  amount  of  individual  prosperity  and  comfort. 

With  these  views  to  aid  us,  we  will  compare  some  facts  belong- 
ing to  New  England  and  these  five  old  slave  States.  With  an 
equal  population,  New  England  has  thirty-three  thousand  four 
hundred  and  thirty-one  paupers  ;  these  five  slave  States  have  four 
teen  thousand  two  hundred  and  twenty -one.  Here  is  an  excess  of 
paupers  in  New  England,  notwithstanding  her  boasted  prosperity, 
of  one  hundred  and  thirt}'-five  per  cent,  over  these  five  slave 
States.  And  if  to  these  continual  paupers  we  were  to  add  the 
number  (as  given  in  State  returns)  that  are  partially  aidpd  in 
New  England,  the  addition  would  be  awfiil.  But  I  suppose  New 
England  will  sti-ive  to  wipe  ofi*  this  stain  of  regular  pauperism, 
by  throwing  the  blame  of  it  upon  the  foreigners  among  them.  It 
should  be  remembered,  however,  as  an  ofiset  to  this,  that  these 
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foreigners  are  all  from  non-slaveholJing  countries.  From  their 
infancy  they  have  shared  the  blessings  of  freedom  and  free  institu- 
tions ;  therefore  they  ought  to  be  admitted,  as  homogeneous  ma- 
terials, in  the  social  organizations  of  New  England,  which  we  are 
now  comparing  with  Southern  slaveholdiug  communities. 

But  as  foreign  paupers  are  distinguished  in  the  census  from 
native  born  citizens,  we  will  now  (in  the  comparison)  exclude 
them  in  both  sections.  The  number  of  paupers  will  then  be,  for 
New  England,  eighteen  thousand  nine  hundred  and  sixty-six ;  for 
the  five  slave  States,  eleven  thousand  seven  hundred  and  twenty- 
eight — leaving  to  New  England,  which  is  considered  the  model 
section  of  the  world  in  all  that  is  lovely  in  religious  and  social 
prosperity,  seven  thousand  two  hundred  and  thirty-eight  more  of 
her  native  sons  in  the  poor-house,  (or  nearly  seventy  per  cent.,) 
than  are  to  be  found  in  this  condition  in  an  equal  population  in 
these  five  Southern  States. 

The  ratio  of  New  England's  native  sons  in  the  poor-house  is 
one  to  one  hundred  and  forty-three ;  of  these  five  slave  States  one 
to  two  hundred  and  thirty-four.  The  ratio  of  New  England's  en- 
tire population  in  the  poor-house  is  one  to  eighty-one ;  the  ratio 
of  the  entire  population  of  these  five  slave  States  is  one  to  one 
hundred  and  seventy-one. 

The  Saviour  asks  if  a  good  tree  can  bring  forth  evil  fruit,  or  an 
evil  tree  good  fruit.  Here  is  an  exhibition  of  the  Jruii  borne  by 
Neio  England  freedom  and  Southern  slavery.  The  Saviour 
gives  every  man  a  right  to  judge  the  tree  by  the  fruit,  and  declares 
such  to  be  righteous  judgment. 

There  is  another  item  in  the  census  which  throws  much  light 
on  the  comparative  comfort  and  happiness  of  the  people  in  these 
two  localities.  It  is  neither  physical  destitution,  criminal  degra- 
dation, nor  mental  sufiering ;  but  it  is  an  eflect  which  is  known  to 
flow  from  one,  or  thie  other,  or  all  three  of  these  conditions  as 
causes ;  therefore  it  is  an  important  item  in  determining  the 
amount  of  destitution,  degradation,  and  sufiering,  which  exist  in 
a  community. 

When  we  see  efiects  which  are  known  to  flow  from  certain 
causes — the  causes  may  be  concealed — ^yet  we  know  that  they 
exist  by  the  effects  we  see.  With  these  remarks  I  proceed  to 
state  a  fi^ct  disclosed  in  the  census,  as  it  exists  in  New  England, 
and  as  it  exists  in  these  five  old  slave  States. 
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In  New  England,  with  an  equal  ^x)pnlation,  wc  find  that  three 
thoQsand  eight  hundred  and  twent)'-niue  of  her  white  children 
have  been  crushed  by  sufferings  of  some  sort^  to  the  condition  of 
insanity,  while  in  these  five  old  slave  States  there  are  only  two 
thousand  three  hundred  and  twentv'-six  of  her  white  children  who 
have  been  called  to  suffer,  in  their  earthly  pilgrimage,  a  degree 
of  aniniish  bevond  mental  endurance.  Here  is  a  difference  of 
more  than  sixty  per  cent,  in  tavor  of  these  five  States,  as  to 
conditions  of  suffering  that  are  beyond  endurance  among  men. 
Verj'  poor  evidence  this,  of  the  superior  happiness  and  comfort 
of  New  England. 

But  while  her  white  children  are  called  to  suffer  over  sixty  per 
cent,  more  of  these  crushing  sorrows  than  those  of  these  five 
States,  how  is  it  with  her  black  children  in  freedom,  comi>ared 
with  the  family  here  in  slavery,  from  which  the  most  of  them 
have  fled,  that  they  might  enjoy  the  blessings  of  liberty?  It 
is  exceedingly  interesting  to  see  the  benefits  and  blessings  which 
New  England  freedom  and  Puritan  sympathy  have  conferred 
upon  them. 

Here  are  the  facts  of  the  census  upon  this  subject : 

Among  the  free  negroes  of  New  England,  one  is  deaf  or  dumb 
for  every  three  thousand  and  five;  while  among  the  slaves  of 
these  States  there  is  only  one  for  every  six  thousand  five  hundred 
and  fifty-two.  In  New  England  one  free  negro  is  blind  for  every 
eight  hundred  and  seventy ;  while  in  these  States  there  is  only 
one  blind  slave  for  every  two  thousand  six  hundred  and  forty-five. 
In  New  England  there  is  one  free  negro  insane  or  an  idiot  for 
every  nine  hundred  and  eighty ;  while  in  these  States  there  is  but 
one  slave  for  every  three  thousand  and  eighty. 

Can  any  man  bring  himself  to  believe,  with  these  facts  before 
him,  that  freedom  in  New  England  has  proved  a  blessing  to  this 
race  of  people,  or  that  slavery  is  to  them  a  curse  in  the  Southern 
States?  In  non-slaveholding  States,  money  will  be  the  master  of 
poverty.  These  facts  enumerated  show  the  fruits  of  such  a  rela- 
tion the  world  over.  The  slave  of  money,  while  nominally  free, 
has  none  to  care  for  him  at  those  periods,  and  in  those  conditions 
of  his  life,  when  he  is  not  able  to  render  service  or  labor.  Child- 
hood, old  age,  and  sickness,  are  conditions  which  make  sympa- 
thy indispensable.  Nominal  freedom,  combined  with  poverty, 
can  not  secure  it  in  those  conditions,  because  it  can  not  render 
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service  or  labor.  The  slave  of  the  South  enjoys  this  sympathy 
in  all  conditioDS  from  birth  till  death.  There  is  a  spontaneous 
heart-felt  flow  of  it,  to  soothe  his  sorrows,  to  supply  his  wants, 
and  smooth  his  passage  to  the  grave.  Interest,  honor,  humanity, 
public  opinion,  and  the  law,  all  cornbhie  to  awaken  it,  and  to 
promote  its  activity. 

Many  facts  of  the  character  here  examined  have  been  disclosed 
in  State  statistics,  and  others  in  the  Federal  census;  some  of 
whicli  I  shall  hereafter  notice,  that  show  with  the  most  unques- 
tionable certainty,  that  freedom  to  this  race,  in  our  country,  is  a 
curse. 

The  facts  which  we  have  now  examined,  if  they  prove  any 
thing,  prove  that  religion  has  prospered  more  among  slaveholders 
at  the  South,  than  it  has  among  free  men  in  New  England. 
Slaveholders  have  made  a  much  more  extensive  and  suitable 
provision  for  the  people  of  all  classes  to  hear  the  gospel,  thap  has 
been  made  by  the  freemen  of  New  England.  Slaveholders  have 
almost  entirely  frowned  down  the  attempts  of  blind-guides  to  cor- 
rupt the  gospel,  or  mislead  the  people.  Among  them  organized 
bodies  to  overthrow  the  moral,  social,  and  religious  institutions 
of  society,  are  unknown. 

K  the  facts  already  examined  prove  any  thing,  they  prove  that 
wealth,  among  slaveholders,  is  much  more  equally  distributed — 
BO  that  very  few,  compared  with  New  England,  are  without 
homes.  * 

The  facts  exam^ed  prove  also,  beyond  question,  that  the  un- 
bearable miseries  which  have  their  source  in  the  heartless  exac- 
tions of  excessive  wealth,  or  extreme  poverty,  are  more  than 
sixty  per  cent,  greater  in  New  England  than  in  these  States,  and 
that  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  per  cent,  more  of  New  England's 
toiling  millions  have  to  bear  the  degradation  of  the  poor-house, 
or  die  of  want,  than  are  to  be  found  in  this  condition  in  these  five 
slave  States. 

The  facts  we  have  examined,  prove  also,  that  under  all  the  dis- 
advantages of  climate,  the  natural  increase  of  the  slave  States  is 
sixty  per  cent,  greater  than  it  is  in  New  England — twenty-seven 
per  cent,  of  it  by  increased  annual  births,  and  thirty-three  per 
cent,  of  it  by  diminished  annual  deaths.  These  are  the  most 
astonishing  facts  ever  presented  to  the  world.  They  speak  a 
language  that  ought  to  be  read  and  studied  by  all  men.    In  the 
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present  state  of  onr  country,  they  ought  to  be  prayerfully  pon- 
dered and  not  disregarded. 

But  notwithstanding  all  this,  the  aggregate  wealth  of  New 
England  is  a  source  of  exultation  and  pride  among  her  sons. 
They  believe,  with  a  blind  and  stubborn  tenacity,  that  slavery 
tends  to  poverty,  and  freedom  to  wealth. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  aggregate  earnings  of  the  toiling 
millions — when  hoarded  by  a  few — may  grow  faster  than  it  will 
when  these  millions  are  allowed  to  take  from  it  a  daily  supply, 
equal  to^their  reasonable  wants.  And  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
New  England  has  great  aggregate  wealth. 

The  facts  of  the  census  show,  however,  that  it  is  very  unequally 
divided  among  her  people.  The  question  now  to  be  tried  is, 
whether  the  few  in  New  England  have  Itoarded  this  wealth,  and 
can  now  show  it^  or  whether  they  have  squandered  it  upon  their 
lusts,  and  are  unable  to  show  it. 

This  last  and  prominent  boast  of  increased  aggregage  wealth 
in  New  England,  over  that  accumulated  by  slaveholders,  wo  will 
now  test  by  the  census  of  1850.  This  is  the  standard  adopted  by 
our  National  Legislature  for  its  decision. 

Before  we  examine  the  facts,  however,  let  a  tew  reflections 
which  belong  to  the  subject  be  weighed. 

The  people  of  these  five  slave  States  are  now,  and  ever  have 
been,  an  agricultural  people.  The  people  of  the  Neiw  England 
States  are  a  commercial  and  manufacturing  people.  New  Eng- 
land has,  in  proportion  to  numbers,  the  richest  and  most  exten- 
sive commerce  in  the  world.  In  manufacturing  skill  and  enter- 
prise, they  have  no  superiors  on  the  globe.  They  have  ever  re- 
proached the  South  for  investing  their  income  in  slavelabor,  in 
preference  to  commerce  and  manufactures.  It  has  been  the  settled 
conviction  among  nations,  that  investments  in  commerce  and 
manufactures  give  the  greatest,  and  those  in  agriculture  the 
smallest  profits.  It  is  the  settled  conviction  of  the  non-slavehold- 
ing  States  that  investments  in  slave  labor,  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses, is  the  worst  of  all  investments,  and  tends  gi'eatly  to  lessen 
its  profits.  This  has  been  proclaimed  to  the  South  so  long  by  our 
Northern  neighbors,  that  many  here  have  been  brought  to  believe 
it,  and  to  regret  the  existence  of  slavery  among  us  on  that  account, 
if  on  no  other.     With  these  observations  we  turn  to  the  census. 

The  census  of  1850  tells  us  that  New  England,  with  a  popula- 
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tion  now  numbering  two  million  seven  hundred  and  twenty-eight 
thousand  and  sixteen,  with  all  the  advantages  of  a  commercial 
and  manufacturing  investment,  and  with  the  most  energetic  and 
enterprising  free  men  on  earth,  to  give  tliat  investment  its  greatest 
productiveness,  has  accumulated  wealth,  in  something  over  two 
hundred'  years,  to  the  amount  of  one  billion  three  million  four 
hundred  and  sixty-six  thousand  one  hundred  and  eighty-one  dol- 
lars; while  these  five  slave  States^^^with  an  equal  population, 
have,  in  the  same  time,  accumulated  wealth  to  the  amount  of  one 
billion  four  hundred  and  twenty  million  nine  hundred  and  eighty- 
nine  thousand  five  hundred  and  seventy-three  dollars. 

Here  we  see  the  indisputable  fact  that  these  five  agricultural 
States,  with  slavery,  have  accumulated  an  excess  of  aggregate 
weal  til  over  the  amount  accumulated  in  Kew  England  in  the  same 
time,  of  four  hundred  and  seventeen  million  five  hundred  and 
twenty-three  thousand  three  hundred  and  two  dollars — so  that  the 
property  belonging  to  New  England,  if  equally  divided,  would 
give  to  each  citizen  but  three  hundral  and  sixty-seven  dol- 
lars, while  that  belonging  to  the  five  slave  States,  if  equally 
divided,  would  give  to  each  citizen  the  sum  of  five  hundred  and 
twenty  dollars — a  difference  in  favor  of  each  citizen  in  these  five 
slave  States  of  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  dollars. 

I  am  aware,  however,  of  an  opinion  that  some  other  non-slave- 
holding  States,  have  been  much  more  successful  in  the  accumula- 
tion of  wealth,  than  the  six  New  England  States,  and  that  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ohio,  are  of  this  favored  number. 
Lest  a  design  to  deceive,  by  concealing  this  supposed  fact,  should 
be  attributed  to  the  writer,  we  will  see  what  the  census  says  as  to 
these  three  more  favored  States.  By  the  census  of  1850  we  learn 
that  New  York,  instead  of  being  able  to  divide  three  hundred 
and  sixty-seven  dollars  with  her  citizens,  as  New  England  could 
with  hers,  is  only  able  to  divide  two  hundred  and  thirty-one 
dollars ;  Pennsylvania  two  hundred  and  fourteen,  and  Ohio  two 
hundred  and  nineteen.  These  several  averages  among  freemen 
at  the  North,  and  in  New  England,  stand  against  the  average  of 
five  hundred  and  twenty  dollars,  which  these  five  old  impover- 
ished Southern  slave  States  could  divide  with  their  citizens. 

These  facts  must  astonish  our  Northern  neighbors,  so  long 
accustomed  to  believe  that  slavery  was  the  fruitful  source  of 
poverty,  with  all  its  imagined  evils ;  and  these  facts  will  astonish 


OF    SLAVERY.  537 

many  at  the  Soath,  so  loug  acenstomcd  to  hear  it  affirmed  that 
slavery  had  produced  these  evils,  and  while  they  were  without 
the  means  of  knowing,  of  course  they  feared  that  it  was  so. 

That  every  thing  may  appear,  however,  which  will  throw  ad- 
ditional light  on  the  subject,  I  will  state  that  Massachusetts, 
which  is  the  ricJieM  non-slaveholding  State,  could  divide  with 
each  of  her  citizens  five  hundnnl  and  fortv-eight  dollars.  But  on 
the  other  hand.  South  Carolina  could  divide  one  thousand  and 
one  dollars,  Louisiana  eight  hundred  and  six  dollars,  Mississippi 
seven  hundred  and  two  dollars,  and  Georgia  six  hundred  and 
thirtv-ei;xht  dollars,  with  their  citizens. 

EhoJe  Island,  which  is  the  next  richest  non-slaveholding  State 
to  that  of  Massachusetts,  could  divide  with  her  citizens  five 
hundred  and  twenty- six  dollars  ;  one  other  non-slaveholding  State 
(Connecticut)  could  divide  with  her  citizens  three  hundred  and 
twenty -one  dullars.  After  this,  the  next  highest  non-slaveholding 
State  could  divide  two  hundred  and  eighty ;  the  next  highest  two 
hundred  and  thirty -one;  the  next  highest  two  hundred  and 
twenty-eight ;  the  next  highest  two  hundred  and  nineteen ;  the 
next  highest  two  hundred  and  fourteen  dollars.  After  this,  the 
division  ranges,  among  the  non-slaveholding  States,  from  one 
hundred  and  sixtv-six  down  to  one  hundred  and  thirtv-four  dol- 
lars — wliich  last  sum  is  the  amount  that  the  so-called  rich  and 
prosperous  Illinois  could  divide  with  her  population. 

In  the  slaveholdiug  States  that  are  less  wealthy  than  South 
Carolina,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Georgia,  already  noticed ; 
Alabama  could  divide  with  her  citizens  five  hundred  and  eleven 
dollars  ;  Maryland  four  hundred  and  twenty- three ;  Virginia  four 
hundred  and  tliree  ;  Kentucky  three  hundred  and  seventy-seven ; 
and  Xorth  Carolina  three  hundred  and  sixty-seven.  All  these 
States  are  much  richer  than  the  third  richest  non-slaveholding 
State  of  the  Union,  viz:  Connecticut.  After  this,  Tennessee 
could  divide  two  hundred  and  forty-eight  dollars,  and  Missouri, 
which  is  the  poorest  of  all  the  slave  States,  one  hundred  and 
sixty-six  dollars. 

We  will  now  give  the  general  average  of  the  iioii-slaveholding 
States^  (California  excepted,  which  in  1850  had  not  had  time  to 
exhibit  any  fixed  character,)  and  then  the  general  average  of  the 
silaveJiolding  States  of  the  whole  Union. 

The  population  of  all  the  free  States  is  thirteen  million  two 
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hundred  and  fourteen  thousand  three  hundred  and  eightj^;  the 
free  population  of  all  the  slave  States  is  six  million  three  hundred 
and  twelve  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-nine.  These 
thirteen  million  two  hundred  and  fourteen  thousand  three  hundred 
and  eighty  of  freemen  have  accumulated  an  aggregate  of  prop- 
erty estimated  at  three  billion  one  hundred  and  eighty -six  million 
six  hundred  and  eighty-three  thousand  eight  hundred  and  twenty 
four  dollars ;  while  these  six  million  three  hundred  and  twelve 
thousand  eight  hundred  aud  ninety-nine  of  slaveholders  have 
accumulated  an  aggregate  of  two  billion  seven  hundred  and 
seventy-five  million  one  hundred  and  twenty-one  thousand,  six 
hundred  and  forty-four  dollars'  worth  of  property. 

Here  we  see  that  a  population  of  Northern  freemen,  one  hun 
dred  aud  nine  per  cent,  greater  than  the  number  of  Southern 
freemen  in  the  slave  States,  have  accumulated  but  sixteen  per 
cent,  more  of  property. 

In  a  division  of  the  property  accumulated  by  all  the  non-slave- 
holdiug  States,  it  will  give  to  each  citizen  two  hundred  and  thirty- 
three  dollars  ;  while  all  accumulated  by  the  various  slave  States, 
will  give  to  each  citizen  four  hundred  and  thirty-nine  dollars — 
nearly  double.  Were  we  to  give  the  slaves  an  equal  share  with 
the  whites,  in  an  average  division  of  aggregate  wealth,  the  slave- 
holding  States,  with  their  slaves  included,  would  then  be  able  to 
give  each  person  two  hundred  and  ninety-one  dollars  instead  of 
two  hundred  and  thirty- three  dollars,  which  is  all  the  free  States 
have  to  divide  with  their  people. 

Is  it  possible,  with  these  facts  before  us,  to  believe  that  slavery 
tends  to  poverty.  Such  is  the  testimony  of  the  census  on  the 
relative  wealth  of  these  two  sections  of  our  country.  It  proves 
that  slavery,  as  an  agricultural  investment,  is  more  profitable 
than  an  investment  in  commerce  and  manufactures.  The  facts 
which  have  been  reviewed  prove  with  equal  clearness,  that  where 
slavery  exists,  the  white  race,  and  the  black,  have  prospered  more 
in  their  religious,  social  and  moral  condition,  than  either  race 
has  prospered,  where  slavery  has  been  excluded.  We  see  that  an 
i^creased  amount  of  poverty  and  wretchedness  has  to  be  borne 
in  New  England  by  both  races.  Ecclesiastical  statistics  will 
show  an  increased  amount  of  prosperity  in  religion  that  is  over- 
whelming. 

Such  is  the  prostration  of  moral  restraint  at  the  North,  that,  in 
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.their  cities,  standing  armies  are  necessary  to  guard  the  persons 
and  property  of  unoffending  citizens,  and  to  execute  the  laws  upon 
reckless  offenders.  This  state  of  things  is  unknown  in  the  slave 
States. 

•  The  census  shows  that  slavery  has  been  a  blessing  to  the  white 
race  in  these  slave  States.  They  have  prospered  more  in  religion, 
they  have  more  homes,  are  wealthier,  multiply  faster,  and  live 
longer  than  in  New  England,  and  they  are  exempt  from  the  curse 
of  organized  infidelity  and  lawless  violence. 

A  comparison  of  the  slave's  condition  at  the  South,  with  that 
of  his  own  race  in  freedom  at  the  South,  shows  with  equal  clear- 
ness, that  slavery,  in  these  States,  has  been,  and  now  is,  a  blessing 
to  tliis  race  of  people  in  all  the  essentials  of  human  happiness  and 
comlbrt.  Our  slaves  all  have  homes,  are  bountifully  provided  for 
in  health,  cared  for  and  kindly  nursed  in  childhood,  sickness,  and 
old  age ;  multiply  faster,  live  longer,  are  free  from  all  the  corrod- 
ing ills  of  poverty  and  anxious  care,  labor  moderately,  enjoy  the 
blessings  of  the  gospel,  and  let  alone  by  wicked  men,  are  con- 
tented and  *happy. 

Ex-Governor  Smith,  a  few  years  past,  in  his  message  to  the 
Legislature  of  this  State,  showed,  if  I  remember  correctly,  that 
seven-tenths  more  of  crime  was  chargeable  to  free  negroes  than 
to  the  whites  and  slaves.  By  the  census  of  1850,  the  ratio  of 
whites  in  the  Penitentiary  of  Virginia,  for  ten  years,  was  one  to 
twenty-three  thousand  and  three,  while  the  ratio  for  the  free  ne- 
groes was  one  to  three  thousand  and  one.  For  the  same  length  of 
time,  in  the  Penitentiary  of  Massachusetts,  the  average  of  whites 
was  one  to  seven  thousand  five  hundred  and  eighty-seven,  instead 
of  one  to  twenty-three  thousand  and  three,  as  in  Virginia ;  and 
in  Massachusetts  the  average  of  free  negroes  in  the  Penitentiary, 
for  this  length  of  time,  was  one  to  two  hundred  and  fifty,  instead 
of  one  to  three  thousand  and  one,  as  in  Virginia.  Here  we  see 
that  for  an  average  of  ten  years,  two  hundred  and  fifly  free  negroes 
at  the  North,  commit  annually  as  much  crime  as  twenty-three 
thousand  and  three  white  persons  at  the  South ;  and  that  two 
hundred  and  fifty  fi'ee  negroes,  in  a  non-slaveholding  State,  com- 
mit annually  as  much  crime  as  three  thousand  and  one  free  negroes 
in  a  slaveholding  State.  We  see,  also,  that  seven  thousand  five 
hundred  and  eighty-seven  white  persons  at  the  North,  commit 
annually  as  much  crime  as  twenty-three  thousand  and  three  white 
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persons  commit  hi  the  South.  In  the  cities,  criminal  degradation 
at  the  North  is  from  three  to  five  times  greater  with  the  whites 
than  at  the  South,  and  fi'om  ten  to  ninety-three  times  greater  with 
the  free  negroes  at  the  North,  than  with  the  whites  at  the  South, 
and  about  twelve  times  greater  than  with  the  free  negroes  at  the 
South. 

The  Federal 'census,  and  the  State  records,  show  not  very  far 
from  this  proportion  of  criminal  degradation,  chargeable  to  this 
race  of  people  when  invested  with  the  freedom  of  New  England. 
Can  we,  with  these  facts  before  us,  think  that  freedom  to  this  race, 
in  our  country,  is  a  blessing  to  them?  • 

In  Africa,  the  condition  of  the  aborigines  in  freedom  is  now, 
and  ever  has  been,  as  much  below  that  of  their  enslaved  sous  in 
these  States,  as  the  condition  of  a  brute,  is  beneath  that  of  a  man. 
Slavery  is  becoming,  to  this  people,  so  manifestly  a  blessing  in 
our  country,  that  fugitives  from  labor  are  constantly  returning  to 
their  masters  again,  after  tasting  the  blessings,  or  rather  the  a^vfal 
curse  to  them,  of  freedom  in  nou-slaveholding  States ;  and  while 
I  write,  those  who  are  lawfully  free  in  this  State,  are  praying  our 
Legislature  for  a  law  that  will  allow  them  to  become  slaves. 

But  before  I  dismiss  the  subject  of  wealth  entirely,  let  me  re- 
mark, that  while  the  census  testifies  that  an  agi'icultural  people, 
with  African  slave  labor,  increases  wealth  fasten  than  free  labor, 
employed  in  agriculture,  manufactures  and  commerce,  yet  reason 
demands  that  it  should  be  satisfactorily  accounted  for.  It  is  well 
known  that  laboring  freemen  at  the  North  are  more  skillfiil,  work 
longer  in  a  day,  labor  harder  while  at  it,  live  on  cheaper  food, 
and  less  of  it,  than  laborers  at  the  South. 

How,  then,  is  it  to  be  accounted  for  that  the  aggregate  increase 
of  wealth  is  less  with  them  than  it  is  with  Southern  slaveholders! 
Among  many  reasons  that  might  be  assigned,  I  will  mention 
three.  The  first  is,  that  half  the  people  at  the  North  (this  is  as- 
certained to  be  about  the  amount)  live  in  villages,  towns  and 
cities.  The  second  reason  is,  that  the  cost  of  living  in  cities  (as 
has  been  ascertained)  is  about  double  what  it  is  in  the  country — 
to  this  cost  we  must  add^  for  the  imprudent  indulgences  oi  pride 
and  faahion;  and  to  this  we  must  add.^  for  a  thousand  indulgen- 
ces^ in  violation  of  moral  propriety^  all  of  which  are  almost  un- 
known in  country  life.  The  third  reason  is  to  be  found  in  the 
great  amount  of  pauperism  and  crime  produced  by  city  life.    In 
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the  city  of  New  York,  for  instance,  according  to  the  American 
Almanac,  there  were  received  in  1847,  at  the  principal  alms- 
honses  of  the  city,  twenty-eight  tliousand  six  hundred  and  ninety- 
two  persons,  and  out-door  relief  wba  given  from  the  public  funds 
to  thirty -four  thousand  five  hundred  and  seventy-two  more — 
making  in  £^1  seventy-three  thousand  two  hundred  and  sixty -four 
persons,  or  one  out  of  every  five,  in  the  city  of  New  York,  de- 
pendent, more  or  less,  on  public  charity.  The  total  cost  of  this, 
to  the  city,  was  three  hundred  and  nineteen  thousand  two  hundred 
and  ninety-three  dollars  and  eighty-eight  cents.  In  1S49,  in  the 
Mayor's  message,  the  estimate  for  the  same  thing  is  four  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  In  Massachusetts,  according  to  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  18^8,  the  number  of  constant  and  occa- 
sional paupers,  in  the  wh/)le  State^  was  one  to  everj^  twenty  of  the 
whole  population.  The  proportion  in  the  cities,  I  suppose,  would 
equal  New  York,  which,  as  we  have  seen,  is  one  to  five.  To  this 
public  burden  in  cities,  we  must  add  an  immense  unknown 
amou?it  of  private  charity^  which  is  not  needed  in  country  life. 

Crime  in  Northern  cities  keeps  pace  with  pauperism.  In  jBos- 
ton^  according  to  official  State  reports  a  few  years  past,  one  per- 
Jon  out  of  every  fourten  males,  and  one  out  of  every  twenty-eight 
females,  was  arraigned  for  criminal  ofiTeuses.  According  to  the 
census  of  1850,  there  were  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  in  a 
population  of  nine  hundred  and  ninety-four  tliousand  five  hund- 
red and  fourteen,  the  number  of  seven  thousand  two  hundred  and 
Sfty  convictions  for  crime.  In  Yirginia,  the  same  year,  in  a 
population  of  one  million  four  hundred  and  twenty-one  thousand 
lix  hundred  and  sixty-one,  there  were  one  hundred  and  seven 
•onvictions  for  crime. 

In  the  State  of  New  York  the  proportion  of  crime  is  about  the 
^ame  as  in  Massachusetts.  In  the  city  of  New  York,  in  18^8  or 
1849,  there  were  sentenced  to  the  State  Prison  one  hundred  and 
linetcen  men  and  seventeen  women  ;  to  the  Pe?iitentiary  seven 
lundred  men  and  one  hundred  and  seventy  women  ;  to  the  City 
Prison  one  hundred  and  sixty-two  men  and  sixty-seven  women — 
naking  a  total  of  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  thirty-five 
criminals.  Here  is  an  amount  of  crime  in  a  single  city,  that 
squals  all  in  the  fifteen  slave  States  together.  In  the  State  of 
Jfew  York,  according  to  the  census  of  1850,  there  was,  in  a  popu- 
Ation  of  three  million  and  ninety-seven  thousand  three  hundred 
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and  four,  the  number  of  ten  thousand  two  hundred  and  seventy- 
nine  convictions  for  crime ;  while  in  South  Carolina,  in  a  popu- 
lation of  six  hundred  and  sixty-eight  thousand  five  hundred  and 
seven,  (which  is  considerably  over  one-fifth)  there  were  only  forty- 
six  convictions  for  crime. 

To  live  in  cities  filled  with  such  an  amount  of  ^poverty  and 
criminal  degradation,  as  the  census  discloses,  at  the  North,  stand- 
ing armies  of  policemen,  firemen,  etc.,  are  absolutely  necessary 
to  secure  the  people  against  lawless  violence.  Now  subtract  fi-om 
the  products  of  labor  the  cost  of  city  life — the  cost  of  vain  and 
criminal  indulgences,  the  support  oi paupers^  and  the  machinery 
to  guard  innocence  and  punish  crime — and  the  wonder  ceases 
that  wealth  accumulates  slowly — the  wonder  is  that  it  accumu- 
lates at  all.  What  is  accumulated,  must  be  principally  from  com- 
merce and  manufactures.  The  system  of  abandoning  the  country 
and  congregating  in  cities,  tends  directly  to  concentrate  wealth 
into  the  hands  of  a  few,  and  to  diffuse  poverty  and  crime  among 
the  masses  of  the  people. 

These  facts  of  poverty  and  crime  at  the  North,  which  are  ex- 
hibited by  the  census,  will  help  to  explain  the  seeming  mystery 
that  the  South  multiplies  by  natural  increase  faster  than  the 
North.  In  1845,  according  to  her  statistical  report,  Massachu- 
setts had  seven-eighths  of  her  marriageable  young  women  work- 
ing in  factories  under  male  overseers.  The  census  of  1840  shows 
that,  with  fewer  adults,  Virginia  had  one  hundred  thousand  more 
children  than  Massachusetts.  In  the  census  of  1850  the  propor- 
tion in  favor  of  Virginia  is  still  greater. 

Pauperism,  in  Massachusetts  and  New  York,  according  to 
the  State  census,  increased  between  1836  and  1848  ten  times 
fester  than  wealth  or  population. 

In  the  slaveholding  States  there  is  less  than  a  tenth  of  the  peo- 
ple in  cities — pauperism  is  almost  unknown — the  people  are  on 
farms — the  style  of  living  is  less  costly  by  half,  but  greatly  supe- 
rior in  quality  and  comfort — according  to  the  census,  there  is  but 
little  crime — almost  all  have  homes — the  amount  of  agricultural 
l^bor  does  not  fluctuate — the  farms  are  not  cultivated  by  the  spade 
and  hoe,  but  are  large  enough  to  justify  a  system  of  enlarged 
agricultural  operations  by  the  aid  of  horse  power.  The  result  is 
tliat  more  is  saved,  and  the  proceeds  more  equally  distributed  be- 
tween capital  and  labor,  or  the  rich  and  the  poor. 
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The  South  did  not  seek  or  desire  the  responsibility,  and  the 
onerous  burden,  of  civilizing  and  christianizing  these  degraded 
savages ;  but  God,  in  his  mysterious  providence,  brought  it  about. 
He  allowed  England,  and  her  Puritan  sons  at  the  North,  from  the 
love  of  gain,  to  become  the  willing  instruments,  to  force  African 
slavee  upon  the  Cavaliers  of  the  South.  These  Cavaliers  were  a 
noble  race  of  men.  They  remonstrated  against  this  outrage  to 
the  last.  They  preferred  indented  labor  from  the  mother  country, 
which  they  were  securing  as  they  needed  it.  A  descendant  of 
theirs,  in  drafting  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  made  this  out- 
rage one  of  the  prominent  causes  for  dissolving  all  political  con- 
nection with  the  mother  country.  But  God  intended  (as  we  now 
see)  to  bless  these  savages,  by  forcing  us  against  our  wills,  to  be- 
come their  masters  and  guardians ;  and  he  has  abundantly  blessed 
as,  also,  (as  we  now  see)  for  allowing  his  word  to  be  our  counselor 
in  this  relation.  We  were  forced  by  his  word  to  admit  the  rela- 
tion to  be  lawful,  and  he  enabled  us  to  admit  and  feel  the  great  re- 
jponsibility  devolved  upon  us  as  their  divinely  appointed  protectors. 

The  Xorth,  after  pocketing  the  price  of  these  savages,  refused 
x>  bear  any  part  of  the  burden  of  training  and  elevating  them ; 
ind  finally,  with  France  and  England,  turned  tliem  loose  by  eman- 
npation,  and  ignored  the  word  of  God  in  justification  of  the  deed, 
yy  declaring  that  to  hold  them  in  slavery  was  sinfiil.  The  re- 
mit is,  that  the  portion  they  held  of  this  degraded  race,  is 
mmcrscd  in  poverty,  wretchedness  and  crime,  without  a  paral- 
el  in  civilized  communities,  and  are  less  in  number  now,  than 
;he  original  importations  from  Africa,  (so  says  the  Superintend- 
ent of  the  census ;)  while  the  jwrtion  held  by  us  is  in  high  com- 
brt,  regularly  improving  in  morals  and  intellect,  and  multiplying 
nore  rapidly  than  the  white  race  at  the  North.  It  does  seem, 
rom  the  facts  of  the  census,  that  this  (so-called)  philanthropy  has 
jeen  a  curse  to  both  races^  at  the  Nbrth^  and  in  the  West  Indies^ 
ind  that  it  is  displeasing  in  the  sight  of  God.  The  census  exhib- 
ts  unmistakable  evidence  that,  without  a  change,  the  emancipated 
portion  of  the  race,  in  these  localities^  will  ultimately  perish,  and 
:hat  this  catastrophe  is  to  be  hastened  by  poverty  and  criminal  deg- 
radation. The  census  shows  *that  those  who  are  responsible  for 
this  deed  are  subjected  in  our  country^  by  annual  births  and 
deaths^  to  a  decrease  of  sixty  per  cent.,  and  to  a  much  heavier  per 
oent.  than  this,  of  poverty  and  crime. 
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But  wlille  these  are  the  results  to  both  races  at  the  North,  pros- 
perity, uuequaled  in  the  annals  of  the  world,  has  attended  us  (as 
the  census  shows)  in  almost  every  thing  we  have  put  our  hands 
to,  both  for  this  life  and  that  which  is  to  come.  The  satisfaction 
is  ours,  also,  of  knowing  that  these  degraded  outcasts,  which  were 
thrown  upon  our  hands,  have  not  only  been  cared for^  but  deva- 
ted  in  the  scale  of  being ^  and  brought  to  share  largely  in  the  bless- 
ings of  intellectual,  social,  and  religious  culture. 

But  for  their  enslaved  condition  here,  they  would  have  re- 
mained until  this  hour  in  their  original  degradation. 

In  view  of  all  tJie  facts  compared^  I  would  ask  all  who  feel  in- 
terested in  the  great  question  notv  agitating  our  country,  to  let 
these  facts  be  their  guide  and  counselor  in  deciding  the  issue. 
Are  the  people  of  the  North  warranted  from  these  facts,  in  believ- 
ing they  would  honor  God  and  benefit  men  by  overthrowing  the 
institution  of  slavery,  if  they  could,  '^ 

These  facts  testily  plainly,  that  where  African  slaveiy  has  ex- 
isted in  our  country  for  more  than  two  hundred  years/ the  social 
and  religious  condition  of  men  has  improved  morearapidly  than 
it  has  under  the  best  arrangements  of  eXjlusive  freedom. 

These  facts  show  that,  with  the  advantages  o^tjIK  best  location 
and  climate  upon  the  globe,  and  a  high  degrjje  of  moral,  religious, 
and  social  intelligence  to  commence  with,  those  communities  at 
the  North  who  excluded  this  element  from  their  organizations,  are 
actually  behind  slaveholding  communitiap,  in  r^igion,  in  wealth, 
in  the  increase  of  their  race,  and  in  the  comforts  of  thfir  condi- 
tion. If  this  be  80,  (and  the  census  testifies  that  it  is,)  what  will 
justify  the  North  in  efibrts  to  involve  both  sections  of  our  country 
in  civil  war  and  disunion,  because  slavery  exists  in  one  section 
of  it?  And  if  the  institution  of  AMcan  slavery  has  certainly  im- 
proved the  condition  of  both  races  in  our  country,  (and  the  census 
testifies  that  it  has,)  why  should  they  hazard  all  the  blessings 
vouchsafed  to  the  North  and  the  South  sooner  than  sufier  its  ex- 
pansion over  new  territory? 

The  expansion  of  African  slavery  (according  to  the  test  by 
which  we  are  now  trying  it)  has  never  yet  done  injury  "in  this 
Union.  In  Texas  slaveholders  were  called  to  organize  a  State, 
(not  in  this  Union  at  the  time,)  which  in  1850  had  a  population 
of  two  hundred  and  twelve  thousand  five  hundred  and  ninety-two. 
The  individuals  composing  it  originally,  were  the  most  lawless 


OF   SLAVERY.  545 

set  of  adveDinrers  that  ever  lived.  Did  slavery  disqualify  slave- 
holders from  organizing  a  social  body,  even  ont  of  these  materials, 
that  conld  secnre  the  highest  results  in  human  progress  ?  What 
is  now  the  social,  moral,  and  religious  complexion  of  Texas !  In 
the  essentials  of  prosperity  it  is  ahead,  under  equal  circumstances, 
of  any  portion  of  the  Union.  Slaveholders,  in  the  providence  of 
Grod,  had  to  organize  States  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  on  the 
banks  of  the  Mississippi,  after  the  acquisition  of  Louisiana  from 
France,  and  Florida  from  Spain.  The  original  materials  (number- 
ing upwards  of  seventy  thousand)  of  which  these  States  were  com- 
posed, had  ^en  trained  under  the  most  pernicious  system  of 
morals  that  ever  existed  among  a  civilized  people.  The  result  in 
this  case,  also,  will  testify  that  slavery  does  not  paralyze  commu- 
nities in  the  accumulation  of  wealth,  or  in  the  correction  of  moral, 
social,  and  religious  evils.  The  census  shows  that  in  all  these 
items  these  new  slave  States  which  have  been  added  to  our  Union, 
have  gr^tly  outstripped  their  non-slaveholding  equals  in  age. 
The  temples  of  the  Lord  are  now  seen  studding  these  slavcholding 
localities  over,  and  are  vocal  with  his  praise — the  moral  majesty 
of  the  law  is  a  paramount  power.  The  amount  of  paupers  and 
criminals,  in  some  of  them,  is  less  than  one-seventieth  part  that 
is  chargeable  to  some  of  their  twin  sisters  of  equal  age,  (who  are 
free*)  nurseries  of  literature  and  science  are  multiplying  rapidly, 
and  promising  the  highest  results — prosperity,  in  these  slavchold- 
ing communities,  in  crowning  the  efforts  of  good  men  to  arrest 
vice,  to  promote  virtue,  to  diminish  want,  to  create  plenty,  and  to 
arrange  the  elements  of  progress  for  the  highest  social,  moral,  and 
religious  results. 

There  is  another  historical  &ct  which  deserves  to  be  weighed, 
in  making  up  a  judgment  on  the  expansion  of  slavery.  Within 
the  present  century,  the  colonies  of  Mexico  and  South  America, 
in  imitation  of  our  example,  threw  off  the  colonial  yoke,  and 
edtablished  independent  governments.  All  of  these  States,  ex- 
cept one,  preferred  the  non-slaveholding  model,  and  excluded  the 
element  of  slavery:  that  one,  which  is  Brazil,  preferred  the 
model  adopted  by  the  Southern  States  of  this  Union,  and  retained 
African  slavery. 


*  Texas  and  Michigan;  see  also,  Arkansas  and  Indiana,  Florida  and  Wis- 
consin. 
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All  of  those  States,  which  excluded  slavery^  have  been  visited, 
in  rapid  succession,  with  insurrection^  revolution^  and  fearful 
anarchy ;  while  Brazil  has  enjoyed  tranquillity,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  her  independent  political  existence  until  the  present 
hour.  This  remarkable  fact  has  occurred,  too,  in  a  State  where 
the  slaves  are  two  to  one  of  the  other  race.  The  slaves  in  the 
United  States  are  one  to  two  of  the  other  race.  Is  not  this  fact, 
like  all  those  examined,  Ood^s  providential  voice?  and  does  He 
not,  in  these  £^tB,  speak  a  language  that  we  can  read  and  under- 
stand t 

Now,  sliall  we,  in  view  of  these  facts,  rebel  against  the  teach- 
ings of  His  providence,  as  it  is  now  made  known  to  us  in  the 
census,  and  claim  for  ourselves  more  wisdom  fhah  he  has  dis- 
played, in  allowing  such  results  to  be  the  product  of  slavehold- 
inff  communities  f 

We  cannot  put  an  end  to  African  slavery,  if  we  would — ^and 
we  ought  not,  if  we  could — ^until  God  opens  a  door  to  make  its 
termination  a  blessing^  and  not  a  curse.  When  He  does  that, 
slavery  in  this  Union  will  end. 

With  Christian  affection,  yours, 

TnoBirroN  Stsingfkllow. 
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INFLUENCE  OF  SLAVERY  ON  SOCIAL  LIFE. 

Necessity  of  Investigation — Vindicators  of  Slavery — Slavery  a  means  of  Civili- 
zation— Prejudices  of  Abolitionism — ^Discussion  of  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence— Rights  of  Society — Self-Preservation — The  greatest  good  to  the 
greatest  number — Ambiguity  in  moral  Investigation— Influence  of  Slavery  on 
Civilization — The  Slavery  of  England's  Civilization — How  Slaverj-  retards 
the  evil*  of  Civilization — Servitude  InevitaWe — Abuses  of  Slavery  and  of 
Free  Labor — Social  ties,  master  and  slave — Intellectual  advancement — Morals 
of  Slavery,  and  of  Free  Labor — Marriage  relation  and  licentiousness — ^Virtues 
of  Slavery — Security  from  Evils — Insecurity  of  Free  Labor — Menial  occu- 
pations necessary — Utopianism — Slavery  and  the  servitude  of  Civilization 
contrasted — The  African  an  inferior  variety  of  the  human  race — {llevating 
influence  of  Slaver}'  on  the  slave,  on  the  master,  on  statesmen — ^Duties  of 
master — Elevation  of  female  character — Necessity  of  Slavery  in  tropical  cli- 
mates— Examples  from  history — Southern  States — Insurrections  impossible — 
Military  strength  of  Slavery — Advantageous  consequences  of  the  increase  of 
slaves — Destructive  consequences  of  Emancipation  to  our  country,  and  to  the 
world — Kakistocracy — White  emigration  —  Amalgamation — Deplorable  re- 
sults of  Fanaticism. 

The  inBtitution  of  domestic  slavery  exists  over  far  the  greater 
portion  of  the  inhabited  earth.  Until  within  a  very  few  centuries, 
it  may  be  said  to  have  existed  over  the  whole  earth — at  least  in  all 
those  portions  of  it  which  had  made  any  advances  toward  civiliza- 
tion. We  might  safely  conclude  then,  that  it  is  deeply  founded 
in  the  nature  of  man  and  the  exigencies  of  human  society.  Yet, 
in  the  few  countries  in  which  it  has  been  abolished — claiming, 
perhaps  justly,  to  be  furthest  advanced  in  civilization  and  intelli- 
gence, but  which  have  had  the  smallest  opportunity  of  observing 
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its  true  character  and  effects — it  is  denounced  as  the  most  intoler- 
able of  social  and  political  evils.  Its  existence,  and  eyery  hour 
of  its  continuance,  is  regarded  as  the  crime  of  the  communities 
in  which  it  is  found.  Even  by  those  in  the  countries  alluded  to, 
who  regard  it  with  the  most  indulgence  or  the  least  abhorrence — 
who  attribute  no  criminality  to  the  present  generation — who  found 
it  in  existence,  and  have  not  yet  been  able  to  devise  the  means  of 
abolishing  it, — it  is  pronounced  a  misfortune  and  a  curse  injuri- 
ous and  dangerous  always,  and  which  must  be  finally  fatal  to  the 
societies  which  admit  it.  This  is  no  longer  regarded  as  a  subject 
of  argument  and  investigation.  The  opinions  referred  to  are  as- 
sumed as  settled,  or  the  truth  of  them  as  self-evident.  If  any 
voice  is  raised  among  ourselves  to  extenuate  or  to  vindicate,  it  is 
unheard.  The  judgment  is  made  up.  We  can  have  no  hearing 
before  the  tribunal  of  the  civilized  world.  Yet,  on  this  very 
account,  it  is  more  important  that  we,  the  inhabitants  of  the 
slaveholding  States  of  America,  insulated  as  we  are,  by  this  in- 
stitution, and  cut  off,  in  some  degree,  from  the  communion  and 
sympathies  of  the  World  by  which  we  are  surrounded,  or  with 
which  we  have  intercourse,  and  exposed  continually  to  their  ani- 
madversions and  attacks,  should  thoroughly  understand  this  sub- 
ject, and  our  strength  and  weakness  in  relation  to  it.  If  it  be 
thus  criminal,  dangerous,  and  fatal ;  and  if  it  be  possible  to  de- 
vise means  of  freeing  ourselves  from  it,  we  ought  at  once  to  set 
about  the  employing  of  those  means.  It  would  be  the  most 
wretched  and  imbecile  fatuity,  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  impending 
dangers  and  horrors,  and  "  drive  darkling  down  the  current  of 
our  fate,"  till  we  are  overwhelmed  in  the  final  destruction.  If 
we  are  tyrants,  cruel,  unjust,  oppressive,  let  us  humble  ourselves 
and  repent  in  the  sight  of  heaven,  that  the  foul  stain  may  be 
cleansed,  and  we  enabled  to  stand  erect  as  having  common  claims 
to  humanity  with  our  fellow-men. 

But  if  we  are  nothing  of  all  this ;  if  we  commit  no  injustice 
or  cruelty ;  if  the  maintenance  of  our  institutions  be  essential  to 
our  prosperity,  our  character,  our  safety,  and  the  safety  of  all 
that  is  dear  to  us,  let  lis  enlighten  oUr  minds  and  fortify  our 
hearts  to  defend  them. 

It  is  a  somewhat  singular  evidence  of  the  indisposition  of  the 
rest  of  the  world  to  hear  any  thing  more  on  this  subject,  that  per- 
haps the  most  profound,  original,  and  truly  philosophical  treatise, 
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which  has  appeared  within  the  time  of  my  recollection/  seema 
not  to  have  attracted  the  slightest  attention  ont  of  the  limits  of 
the  slaveholding  States  themselves.  If  truth,  reason,  and  concln- 
sive  argument,  propounded  with  admirable  temper  and  perfect 
candor,  might  be  supposed  to  have  an  effect  on  the  minds  of  men, 
we  should  think  this  work  would  have  put  an  end  to  agitation  on 
the  subject.  The  author  has  vendered  inappreciable  service  to 
the  South  in  enlightening  them  on  the  subject  of  their  own  insti- 
tutions, and  turning  back  that  monstrous  tide  of  folly  and  mad- 
ness which,  if  it  had  rolled  on,  would  have  involved  his  own 
great  State  along  with  the  rest  of  the  slaveholding  States  in  a 
common  ruin.  But  beyond  these,  he  seems  to  have  produced  no 
effect  whatever.  The  denouncers  of  slavery,  with  whose  produc- 
tion the  press  groans,  seems  to  be  unaware  of  ^is  existence — ^una- 
ware that  there  is  a  reason  to  be  encountered  or  argument  to  be 
answered.  They  assume  that  the  truth  is  known  and  settled,  and 
only  requires  to  be  entbrced  by  denunciation. 

Another  vindicator  of  the  South  has  appeared  in  an  individual 
who  is  aniong  those  that  have  done  honor  to  American  literature.f 
With  conclusive  argument,  and  great  force  of  expression,  he  has 
defended  slavery  from  the  charge  of  injustice  or  immorality,  and 
shown  clearly  the  unspeakable  cruelty  and  mischief  which  must 
result  from  any  scheme  of  abolition.  He  does  not  live  among 
slaveholders,  and  it  can  not  be  said  of  him,  as  of  others,  that  his 
mind  is  warpedby  interest,  or  his  moral  sense  blunted  by  habit 
and  familiarity  with  abuse.  These  circumstances,  it  might  be 
supposed,  would  have  secured  him  hearing  and  consideration. 
He  seems  to  be  equally  unheeded,  and  the  work  of  denunciation, 
disdaining  argument,  still  goes  on. 

President  Dew  has  shown  that  the  institution  of  slavery  is  a 
principal  cause  of  civilization.  Perhaps  nothing  can  bo  more 
evident  than  that  it  is  the  sole  cause.  If  any  thing  can  be  pre- 
dicated as  universally  true  of  uncultivated  man,  it  is  that  he  will 
not  labor  beyond  what  is  absolutely  necessary  to  maintain  his 
existence.  Labor  is  pain  to  those  who  are  unaccustomed  to  it, 
and  the  nature  of  man  is  averse  to  pain.  Even  with  all  the 
training,  the  helps,  and  motives  of  civilization,  we  find  that  this 


*  President  Dew's  Review  of  the  Virginia  Debates  on  the  subject  of  Slavery, 
f  Paulding  on  Slavery. 
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aversion  can  not  be  overcome  in  m^nj  individuals  of  the  moat 
cultivated  societies.  The  coercion  of  slavery  alone  is  adequate  to 
form  man  to  habits  of  labor.  Without  it,  there  can  be  no  accu- 
mulation of  property,  no  providence  for  the  future,  no  tastes  for 
comfort  or  elegancies,  which  are  the  characteristics  and  essentials 
of  civilization.  He  who  has  obtained  the  command  of  another's 
labor,  first  begins  to  accumulate  and  provide  for  the  future,  and 
the  foundations  of  civilization  are  laid.  We  find  confiijned  by 
experience  that  which  is  so  evident  in  theory.  Since  the  existence 
of  man  upon  the  earth,  with  no  exception  whatever,  either  of 
ancient  or  modern  times,  every  society  which  has  attained  civili 
zation,  has  advanced  to  it  through  this  process. 

Will  those  who  regard  slavery  as  immoral,  or  crime  in  itself, 
tell  us  that  man  wa^  not  intended  for  civilization,  but  to  roam  the 
earth  as  a  biped  brute  ?  That  he  was  not  to  raise  his  eyes  to 
Heaven,  or  be  conformed  in  his  nobler  faculties  to  the  image  of 
his  Maker  ?  Or  will  they  say  that  the  Judge  of  all  the  earth  has 
done  wrong  in  ordaining  the  means  by  which  alone  that  end  can 
be  obtained  ?  It  is  true  that  the  Creator  can  make  the  wicked- 
ness as  well  as  the  wrath  of  man  to  praise  him,  and  bring  forth 
the  most  benevolent  results  from  the  most  atrocious  actions.  But 
in  such  cases,  it  is  the  motive  of  the  actor  alone  which  condemns 
the  action.  The  act  itself  is  good,  if  it  promotes  the  good  pur- 
poses of  God,  and  would  be  approved  by  him,  if  that  result  only 
were  intended.  Do  they  not  blaspheme  the  pr^idence  of  God 
who  denounce  as  wickedness  and  outrage,  that  wttch  is  rendered 
indispensable  to  his  purposes  in  the  government  of  the  world? 
Or  at  what  stage  of  the  progress  of  society  will  they  say  that 
slavery  ceases  to  be  necessary,  and  its  very  existence  becomes 
sin  and  crime  ?  I  am  aware  that  such  argument  would  have  little 
effect  on  those  with  whom  it  would  be  degrading  to  contend — 
who  pervert  the  inspired  writings — which  in  some  parts  expressly 
sanction  slavery,  and  throughout  indicate  most  clearly  that  it  is 
a  civil  institution,  with  which  religion  has  no  concern — with  a 
shallowness  and  presumption  not  less  flagrant  and  shameless  than 
his,  who  would  justify  murder  from  the  text,  "  and  Phineas  arose 
and  executed  judgment." 

There  ^eems  to  be  something  in  this  subject  which  blunts  the 
preceptions,  and  darkens  and  confuses  the  understandings  and 
moral  feelings  of  men.    Tell  them  that,  of  necessity,  in  every 
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» 
civilized  society,  there  must  be  an  infinite  variety  of  conditions 

and  employments,  from  the  most  eminent  and  intellectual,  to  the 
most  servile  and  laborious ;  that  the  negro  race,  from  their  tem- 
perament and  capacity,  are  peculiarly  suited  to  the  situation  which 
they  occupy,  and  not  less  happy  in  it  than  any  corresponding  class 
to  be  found  in  the  world ;  prove  incontestably  that  no  scheme  of 
emancipiation  could  be  carried  into  effect  without  the  most  intoler- 
able mischiefe  and  calamities  to  both  master  and  slave,  or  without 
probably  throwing  a  large  and  fertile  portion  of  the  earth's  sur- 
&ce  out  of  the  pale  of  civilization — and  you  have  done  nothing. 
They  reply,  that  whatever  may  be  the  consequence,  you  are  bound 
to  do  right ;  that  man  has  a  right  to  himself,  and  man  cannot 
have  property  in  man ;  that  if  the  negro  race  be  naturally  inferior 
in  mind  and  character,  they  are  not  less  entitled  to  the  rights  of 
humanity ;  that  if  they  are  happy  in  their  condition,  it  affords  but 
the  stronger  evidence  of  their  degradation,  and  renders  them  still 
more  objects  of  commiseration.  They  i:epeat,  as  the  fundamental 
maxim  of  our  civil  policy,  that  all  men  are  born  free  and  equal, 
and  quote  from  our  Declaration  of  Independence,  "  that  men  are 
endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain  inalienable  rights^  among 
which  are  life,  libert}',  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness." 

It  is  not  the  first  time  that  I  have  had  occasion  to  observe  that 
men  may  repeat  with  the  utmost  confidence,  some  maxim  or  sen- 
timental phrase,  as  self-evident  or  admitted  truth,  which  is  either 
palpably  false,  or  to  which,  upon  examination,  it  will  be  found 
that  they  attach  no  definite  idea.  Notwithstanding  our  respect 
for  the  important  document  which  declared  our  independence,  yet 
if  any  thing  be  found  in  it,  and  especially  in  what  may  be 
regarded  rather  as  its  ornament  than  its  substance — false,  sophist 
ical  or  unmeaning,  that  I'espect  should  not  screen  it  from  the 
freest  examination. 

All  men  are  horn  free  and  equal.  Is  it  not  palpably  nearer 
the  truth  to  say  that  no  man  was  ever  born  free,  and  that  no  two 
men  were  ever  born  equal  ?  Man  is  born  in  a  state  of  the  most 
helpless  dependence  on  others.  He  continues  subject  to  the  abso- 
lute conti-ol  of  others,  and  remains  without  many  of  the  civil  and 
all  of  the  political  privileges  of  his  societ}',  until  the  period  which 
the  laws  have  fixed  as  that  at  which  he  is  supposed  to  have 
attained  the  maturity  of  his  faculties.  Then  inequality  is  further 
developed,  and  becomes  infinite  in  every  society,  and  under  what- 
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ever  form  of  government.  Wealth  and  poverty,  fame  or  obBcnr- 
ity,  strength  or  weakness,  knowledge  or  ignorance,  ease  or  labor, 
power  or  subjection,  mark  the  endless  diversity  in  the  condition 
of  men. 

But  wo  have  not  arrived  at  the  profundity  of  the  maxim.  This 
inequality  is,  in  a  great  measure,  the  result  of  abuses  in  the  in- 
stitutions of  society.  They  do  not  speak  of  what  exists,  but  of 
what  ought  to  exist.  Every  one  should  be  left  at  liberty  to  obtain 
all  the  advantages  of  society  which  he  can  compass,  by  the  free 
exertion  of  his  faculties,  unimpeded  by  civil  restraints.  It  may 
be  said  that  this  would  not  remedy  the  evils  of  society  which  are 
complained  of.  The  inequalities  to  which  I  have  referred,  with 
the  misery  resulting  from  them,  would  exist  in  fact  under  the 
freest  and  most  popular  form  of  government  that  man  could  de- 
vise. But  what  is  the  foundation  of  the  bold  dogma  so  confidently 
announced?  Females  are  hujpan  and  rational  beings.  They 
may  be  found  of  better  faculties,-  and  better  qualified  to  exercise 
political  privileges,  and  to  attain  the  distinctions  of  society,  than 
many  men  ;  yet  who  complains  of  the  order  of  society  by  which 
they  are  excluded  from  them  ?  For  I  do  not  speak  of  the  few  who 
would  desecrate  them ;  do  violence  to  the  nature  which  their  Cre- 
ator has  impressed  upon  them  ;  drag  them  from  the  position  which 
they  necessarily  occupy  for  the  existence  of  civilized  society,  and  in 
which  they  constitrfte  its  blessing  and  ornament — the  only  position 
which  they  have  ever  occupied  in  any  human  society — to  place  them 
in  a  situation  in  which  they  would  be  alike  miserable  and  degraded. 
Low  as  we  descend  in  combating  the  theories  of  presumptuous  dog- 
matists, it  cannot  be  necessary  to  stoop  to  this.  A  youth  of  eighteen 
may  have  powers  which  cast  into  the  shade  those  of  any  of  his  more 
advanced  coteraporaries.  He  may  be  capable  of  serving  or  saving 
his  country,  and  if  not  permitted  to  do  so  now,  the  occasion  may 
have  been  lost  forever.  But  he  can  exercise  no  political  privilege, 
or  aspire  to  any  political  distinction.  It  is  said  that,  of  necessity, 
society  must  exclude  from  some  civil  and  political  privileges  those 
who  are  unfitted  to  exercise  them,  by  infirmity,  unsuitableness  of 
character,  or  defect  of  discretion ;  that  of  necessity  there  must  be 
some  general  rule  on  tha  subject,  and  that  any  rule  which  can  be 
devised  will  operate  with  hardship  and  injustice  on  individuals. 
This  is  all  that  can  be  said,  and  all  that  need  be  said.  It  is  say- 
ing, in  other  words,  that  the  privileges  in  question  are  no  matter 
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>f  fiatnral  right,  bnt  to  be  settled  by  coDvention,  as  the  good  and 
\Biety  of  society  may  require.  If  society  should  disfranchise  in- 
lividuals  convicted  of  infamous  crimes,  would  this  be  an  invasion 
»f  natural  right?  Yet  this  would  not  be  justified  on  the  score  of  ' 
heir  moral  guilt,  but  that  the  good  of  society  required  or  would 
16  promoted  by  it.  We  admit  the  existence  of  a  moral  law,  bind- 
Dg  on  societies  as  on  individuals.  Society  must  act. in  good 
aith.  No  man,  or  body  of  men,  has  a  right  to  inflict  pain  or 
>rivation  on  others,  unless  with  a  view,  after  full  and  impartial 
[eliberation,  to  prevent  a  greater  evil.  If  this  deliberation  be 
lad,  and  the  decision  made  in  good  faith,  there  can  be  no  impu- 
ation  of  moral  guilt.  Has  any  politician  contended  that  the  very 
oristence  of  governments  in  which  there  are  orders  privileged  by 
aw,  constitutes  a  violation  of  morality ;  that  their  continuance  is 
i  crime,  which  men  are  bound  to  put  an  end  to,  without  any  con- 
lideration  of  the  good  or  evil  to  result  from  the  change  ?  Yet  this 
8  the  natural  inference  from  the  dogma  of  the  natural  equality 
)f  men  as  applied  to  our  institution  of  slavery — an  equality 
lot  to  be  invaded  without  injustice  and  wrong,  and  requiring  to 
)0  restored  instantly,  unqualifiedly,  and  without  reference  to 
consequences. 

This  is  sufliciently  common-place,  but  we  are  sometimes  driven 
x>  common-place.  It  is  no  less  a  false  and  shallow,  than  a  pre- 
mmptuous  philosophy,  which  theorizes  on  the  affairs  of  men  as 
i  problem  to  be  solved  by  some  unerring  rule  of  human  reason, 
irithout  reference  to  the  designs  of  a  superior  intelligence,  so  far 

15  he  has  been  placed  to  indicate  them,  in  their  creation  and  des- 
any.  Man  is  born  to  subjection.  Not  only  during  infancy  is  he 
lependent,  and  under  the  control  of  others  ;  at  all  ages,  it  is  the 
^ery  bias  of  bis  nature,  that  the  strong  and  the  wise  should  con- 
Tol  the  weak  and  the  ignorant.  So  it  has  been  since  the  days  of 
STimrod.  The  existence  of  some  form  of  slavery  in  all  ages  and 
countries,  is  proof  enough  of  this.     He  is  born  to  subjection  as 

16  is  born  in  sin  and  ignorance.  To  make  any  considerable  pro- 
p^s  in  knowledge,  the  continued  efforts  of  successive  generations, 
md  the  diligent  training  and  unwearied  exertions  of  the  individ- 
lal,  are  requisite.  To  make  progress  in  moral  virtue,  not  less 
ime  and  effort,  aided  by  superior  help,  are  necessary ;  and  it  is 
)nly  by  the  matured  exercise  of  his  knowledge  and  his  virtue, 
Ihat  he  can  attain  to  civil  freedom.    Of  all  things,  the  existence 
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of  civil  liberty  is  most  the  result  of  artificial  institutioD.  The 
proclivity  of  the  natural  man  is  to  domineer  or  to  be  subservient. 
A  noble  result,  indeed,  but  in  the  attaining  of  which,  as  in  the 
instances  of  knowledge  and  virtue,  the  Creator,  for  his  own  pur- 
poses, has  set  a  limit  beyond  which  we  cannot  go. 

But  he  who  is  most  advanced  in  knowledge,  is  most  sensible 
of  his  own  ignorance,  and  how  much  must  forever  be  unknown 
to  man  in  his  present  condition.  As  I  have  heard  it  expressed, 
the  further  you  extend  the  circle  of  light,  the  wider  is  the  horizon 
of  darkness.  He  who  has  made  the  greatest  progress  in  moral 
purity,  is  most  sensible  of'the  depravity,  not  only  of  the  world 
around  him,  but  of  his  own  heart,  and  the  imperfection  of  his 
best  motives ;  and  this  he  knows  that  men  must  feel  and  lament 
so  long  as  they  continue  men.  So  when  thte  greatest  progress  in 
civil  liberty  has  been  made,  the  enlightened  lover  of  liberty  will 
know  that  there  must  remain  much  inequality,  much  injustice, 
much  slavery^  which  no  human  wisdom  or  virtue  will  ever  be  able 
Vholly  to  prevent  or  redress.  As  I  have  before  had  the  honor  to 
say  to  this  Society,  the  condition  of  our  whole  existence  is  but  to 
struggle  with  evils — to  compare  them — to  choose  between  them, 
and,  so  far  as  we  can,  to  mitigate  them.  To  say  that  there  is  evil 
in  any  institution,  is  only  to  say  that  it  is  human. 

And  can  we  doubt  but  that  this  long  discipline  and  laborious 
process,  by  which  men  are  required  to  work  out  the  elevation  and 
improvement  of  their  individual  nature  and  their  social  condition, 
is  imposed  for  a  great  and  benevolent  end?  Our  faculties  are  not 
adequate  to  the  solution  of  the  mystery,  why  it  should  be  so ;  but 
the  truth  is  clear,  that  the  world  was  not  intended  for  the  seat 
of  universal  knowledge,  or  goodness,  or  happiness,  or  freedom. 

Man  has  been  endowed  hy  his  Creator  with  certain  inaHen- 
able  rights^  among  which  are  life^  liberty^  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness.  What  is  meant  by  the  inalienable  right  of  liberty! 
Has  any  one  who  has  used  the  words  ever  asked  himself  this 
question?  Does  it  mean  that  a  man  has  no  right  to  alienate  his 
own  liberty — to  sell  himself  and  his  posterity  for  slaves?  This 
would  seem  to  be  the  more  obvious  meaning.  When  the  word 
right  is  used,  it  has  reference  to  some  law  which  sanctions  it,  and 
would  be  violated  by  its  invasion.  It  must  refer  either  to  the 
general  law  of  morality,  or  the  law  of  the  country — the  law  of 
God  or  the  law  of  man.     K  the  law  of  any  country  permitted  it, 
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it  would  of  oonrse  be  absnrd  to  say  that  the  law  of  that  country 
was  violated  by  such  alienation.  If  it  have  any  meaning  in  this 
respect,  it  must  mean  that  though  the  law  of  the  countr}'  per- 
mitted it,  the  man  would  be  guilty  of  an  immoral  act  who  should 
thus  alienate  his  liberty.  A  fit  question  for  schoolmen  to  discuss, 
and  the  consequences  resulting  from  its  decision  as  important  as 
from  any  of  theirs.  Yet  who  will  say  that  the  man  pressed  by 
famine,  and  in  prospect  of  death,  would  be  criminal  for  such  an 
act  ?  Self-preservation,  as  is  truly  said,  is  the  first  law  of  nature. 
High  and  peculiar  characters,  by  elaborate  cultivation,  may  be 
taught  to  prefer  death  to  slavery,  but  it  would  be  folly  to  prescribe 
this  as  a  duty  to  the  mass  of  mankind. 

If  any  rational  meaning  can  be  attributed  to  the  sentence  I 

have  quoted,  it  is  this: — ^That  the  society,  or  the  individuals  who 

exercise  the  powers  of  government,  are  guilty  of  a  violation  of 

the  law  of  God  or  of  morality,  when,  by  any  law  or  public  act, 

they  deprive  men  of  life  or  liberty,  or  restrain  them  in  the  pursuit 

of  happiness.     Yet  every  government  does,  and  of  necessity  must, 

deprive  men  of  life  and  liberty  for  offenses  against  society.     Ee- 

etrain  them  in  the  pursuit  of  happiness !     Why  all  the  laws  of 

society  are  intended  for  nothing  else  but  to  restrain  men  from  the 

pursuit  of  happiness,  according  to  their  own  ideas  of  happiness 

or  advantage — which  the  phrase  must  mean  if  it  means  any  thing. 

And  by  what  right  does  society  punish  by  the  loss  of  life  or 

liberty  f    Not  on  account  of  the  moral  guilt  of  the  criminal — 

not  by  impiously  and  arrogantly  assumirfg  the  prerogative  of  the 

Almighty,  to  dispense  justice  or  suffering,  according  to  moral 

<ie8ert.    It  is  for  its  own  protection — it  is  the  right  of  self-defense. 

IS  there  existed  the  blackest  moral  turpitude,  which  by  its  example 

or  consequences,  could  be  of  no  evil  to  society^  government  would 

liave  nothing  to  do  with  that.     K  an  action,  the  most  harmless  in 

its  moral  character,  could  be  dangerous  to  the  security  of  society, 

society  would  have  the  perfect  right  to  punish  it.     If  the  posses^l 

eion  of  a  black  skin  would  be  otherwise  dangerous  to  society, 

society  has  the  same  right  to  protect  itself  by  disfranchising  the 

possessor  of  civil  privileges,  and  to  continue  the  disability  to  his 

;posterity,  if  the  same  danger  would  bo  incurred  by  its  removal.  ^ 

Society  inflicts  these  forfeitures  for  the  security  of  the  lives  of  its  . 

siembers ;  it  inflicts  them  for  the  security  of  their  property,  the 

^reat  essential  of  civilization ;  it  inflicts  them  also  for  the  protec- 
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tion  of  its  political  institutions,  the  forcible  attencipt  to  overturn 
which,  has  always  been  justly  regarded  as  the  greatest  crime; 
and  who  has  questioned  its  right  so  to  inflict  ?  ^^  Man  can  not 
have  property  in  man" — a  phrase-  as  full  of  meaning  as,  "who 
slays  fat  oxen  should  himself  be  fat."  Certainly  he  may,  if  the 
laws  of  society  allow  it,  and  if  it  be  on  suflScient  grounds,  neither 
he  nor  society  do  wrong. 

And  is  it  by  this — as  we  must  call  it,  however  recommended  to 
our  higher  feelings  by  its  associations — well-sounding,  but  un- 
meaning verbiage  of  natural  equality  and  inalienable  rights,  that 
our  lives  are  to  be  put  in  jeopardy,  our  property  destroyed,  and 
our  political  institutions  overturned  or  endangered  ?  If  a  people 
had  on  its  borders  a  tribe  of  barbarians,  whom  no  treaties  or  faith 
could  bind,  and  by  whose  attacks  they  were  constantly  endangered, 
against  whom  they  could  devise  no  security,  but  that  they  should 
be  exterminated  or  enslaved ;  would  they  not  have  the  right  to 
enslave  them,  and  keep  them  in  slavery  so  long  as  the  same 
danger  would  be  incurred  by  their  manumission  ?  If  a  civilized 
man  and  a  savage  were  by  chance  placed  together  on  a  desolate 
island,  and  the  former,  by  the  superior  power  of  civilization, 
would  reduce  the  latter  to  subjection,  would  he  not  have  the  same 
right?  Would  this  not  be  the  strictest  self-defense?  I  do  not 
now  consider,  how  &r  we  can  make  out  a  similar  case  to  justify 
our  enslaving  of  the  negroes.  I  speak  to  those  who  contend  for 
inalienable  rights,  and  that  the  existence  of  slavery  always,  saxd 
under  all  circumstances,  involves  injustice  and  crime. 

As  l.have  said,  we  acknowledge  the  existence  of  a  moral  law. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  us  to  resort  to  the  theory  which  resolves  all 
right  into  force.  The  existence  of  such  a  law  is  imprinted  on  the 
hearts  of  all  human  beings.  But  though  its  existence  be  acknowl- 
edged, the  mind  of  man  has  hitherto  been  tasked  in  vain  to  dis- 
cover an  unerring  standard  of  morality.  It  is  a  common  and 
andou]>ted  maxim  of  morality,  that  you  shall  not  do  evil  that 
good  may  come.  You  shall  not  do  injustice  or  commit  an  in- 
vasion of  the  rights  of  others,  for  the  sake  of  a  greater  ulterior 
good.  But  what  is  injustice,  and  what  are  the  rights  of  others  t 
And  why  are  we  not  to  commit  the  one  or  invade  the  other  ?  It 
is  because  it  inflicts  pain  or  suffering,  present  or  prospective,  or 
cuts  them  off  from  enjoyment  which  they  might  otherwise  attain. 
The  Creator  has  sufficiently  revealed  to  us  that  haj^ineaa  is  the 


OK   SOCIAL  LIFE.  559 

greal  end  of  existehoe,  the  sole  object  of  all  animated  and  sentient 
beings.  To  this  he  has  directed  their  aspirations  and  efforts,  and 
"we  feel  that  we  thwart  his  benevolent  purposes  when  we  destroy 
or  impede  that  happiness.  This  is  the  only  natural  right  of  man. 
All  other  rights  result  from  the  conventions  of  society,  and  these, 
to  be  sure,  we  are  not  to  invade,  whatever  good  may  appear  to  ns 
likely  to  follow.  Yet  are  we  in  no  instance  to  inflict  pain  or 
BTifiering,  or  disturb  enjoyment,  for  the  sake  of  producing  a 
greater  good  ?  Is  the  madman  not  to  be  restrained  who  would 
bring  destruction  on  himself  or  others  ?  Is  pain  not  to  be  inflicted 
on  the  child,  when  it  is  the  only  means  by  which  he  can  be  effect- 
ually instructed  to  provide  for  his  own  future  happiuess!  Is  the 
surgeon  guilty  of  wrong  who  amputates  a  limb  to  preserve  life  ? 
Is  ndt  the  object  of  all  penal  legislation,  to  inflict  suffering  for  the 
sake  of  greater  good  to  be  secured  to  society  ? 

By  what  right  is  it  that  man  exercises  dominion  over  the  beasts 
of  the  field ;  subdues  them  to  painftil  labor,  or  deprives  them  of 
life  for  his  sustenance  or  enjoyment?  They  are  not  rational 
beings.  No,  but  they  are  the  creatures  of  God,  sentient  beings, 
capable  of  suffering  and  enjoyment,  and  entitled  to  enjoy  accord- 
ing to  the  measure  of  their  capacities.  Does  not  the  voice  of 
nature  inform  every  one,  that  he  is  guilty  of  wrong  when  he 
inflicts  on  them  pain  without  necessity  or  object }  If  their  exist- 
ence be  limited  to  the  present  life,  it  affords  the  stronger  argument 
for  affording  them  the  brief  enjoyment  of  which  it  is  capable.  It 
is  because  the  greater  good  is  effected ;  not  only  to  man  but  to  the 
inferior  animals  themselves.  The  care  of  man  gives  the  .boon  of 
existence  to  myriads  who  would  never  otherwise  have  enjoyed  it, 
and  the  enjoyment  of  their  existence  is  better  provided  for  while 
it  lasts.  It  belongs  to  the  being  of  superior  faculties  to  judge  of 
the  relations  which  shall  subsist  between  himself  and  inferior 
animals,  and  the  use  he  shall  make  of  them ;  and  he  may  justly 
consider  himself,  who  has  the  greater  capacity  of  enjoyment,  in 
the  first  instance.  Yet  he  must  do  this  conscientiously,  and  no 
doubt,  moral  guilt  has  been  incurred  by  the  infliction  of  pain  on 
tliese  animals,  with  no  adequate  benefit  to  be  expected.  I  do  no 
disparagement  to  the  dignity  of  human  nature,  even  in  its  hum- 
blest form,  when  I  say  that  on  the  very  same  foundation,  with  the 
difference  only  of  circumstance  and  degree,  rests  the  right  of  the 
civilized  and  cultivated  man,  over  the  savage  and  ignorant.    It 
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18  the  order  of  nature  and  of  God,  that  the  being  of  superior  fac- 
ulties and  knowledge,  and  therefore  of  superior  power,  should 
control  and  dispose  of  those  who  are  inferior.  It  is  as  much  in 
the  order  of  nature,  that  men  should  enslave  each  other,  as  that 
other  animals  should  prey  upon  each  other.  I  admit  that  he  does 
this,  under  the  highest  moral  responsibility,  and  is  most  guilty  if 
ha  wantonly  inflicts  misery  or  privation  on  beings  more  capable 
of  enjoyment  or  suflering  than  brutes,  without  necessity  or  any 
view  to  the  greater  good  which  is  to  result.  If  we  conceive  of 
society  existing  without  government,  and  that  one  man  by  his 
superior  strength,  courage  or  wisdom,  could  obtain  the  mastery  of 
his  fellows,  he  would  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so.  He  would  be 
morally  responsible  for  the  use  of  his  power,  and  guilty  if  he 
failed  to  direct  them  so  as  to  promote  their  happiness  as  well  as 
his  own.  Moralists  have  denounced  the  injustice  and  cruelty  which 
have  been  practiced  towards  our  aboriginal  Indians,  by  which 
they  have  been  driven  from  their  native  seats  and  exterminated, 
and  no  doubt  with  much  justice.  No  doubt,  much  fraud  and 
injustice  has  been  practiced  in  .the  circumstances  and  the  manner 
of  their  removal.  Yet  who  has  contended  that  civilized  man  had 
no  moral  right  to  possess  himself  of  the  country  ?  That  he  was 
bound  to  leave  this  wide  and  fertile  continent,  which  is  capable  of 
sustaining  uncounted  myriads  of  a  civilized  race,  to  a  few  roving 
and  ignorant  barbarians?  Yet  if  any  thing  is  certain,  it  is  cer- 
tain that  there  were  no  means  by  which  he  could  possess  the 
country,  without  exterminating  or  enslaving  them.  Savage  and 
civilized  man  cannot  live  together,  and  the  savage  can  be  tamed 
only  by  being  enslaved  or  by  having  slaves.  By  enslaving  alone 
could  he  have  preserved  them.*  And  who  shall  take  upon  him- 
self to  decide  that  the  more  benevolent  course,  and  more  pleasing 
to  God,  was  pursued  towards  them,  or  that  it  would  not  have  been 
better  that  they  had  been  enslaved  generally,  as  they  were  in  par- 
ticular instances  ?  It  is  a  refined  philosophy,  and  utterly  false  in 
its  application  to  general  nature,  or  the  mass  of  human  kind, 
which  teaches  that  existence  is  not  the  greatest  of  all  boons,  and 
worthy  of  being  preserved  even  under  the  most  adverse  circum- 
stances. The  strongest  instinct  of  all  animated  beings  snflSciently 
proclaims  this.    When  the  last  red  man  shall  have  vanished  from 


*  I  refer  to  President  Dow  on  this  subject 
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our  forests,  the  sole  remaining  traces  of  his  blood  will  be  found 
among  our  enslaved  population.*  The  Aifriean  slave  trade  has 
given,  and  will  give,  the  boon  of  existence  to  millions  and  mil- 
lions in  our  country,  who  would  otherwise  never  have  enjoyed  it, 
and  the  enjoyment  of  their  existence  is  better  provided  for  while 
it  lasts.  Or  if,  for  the  rights  of  man  over  inferior  animals,  we 
are  referred  to  revelation,  which  pronounces — "ye  shall  have 
dominion  over  the  beasts  of  the  field,  and  over  the  fowls 
of  the  air,"  we  refer  to  the  same,  which  declares  not  the  less 
explicitly — 

"Both  the  bond-men  and  bond-maids  which  thou  shalt  have, 
shall  be  of  the  heathen  that  are  among  you.  Of  them  shall  you 
buy  bond-men  and  bond-maids." 

"Moreover  of  the  children  of  strangers  that  do  sojourn  among 
you,  of  them  shall  ye  buy,  and  of  their  families  that  are  with  you, 
which  they  begot  in  your  land,  and  they  shall  be  your  possession. 
And  ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for  your  children  after 
you,  to  inherit  them  by  possession.  They  shall  be  your  bond-men 
forever." 

In  moral  investigations,  ambiguity  is  often  occasioned  by  con- 
founding the  intrinsic  nature  of  an  action,  as  determined  by  its 
consequence,  with  the  motives  of  tha  actor,  involving  moral  guilt 
or  innocence.  K  poison  be  given  with  a  view  to  destroy  another, 
and  it  cures  him  of  disease,  the  poisoner  is  guilty,  but  the  act  is 
beneficent  in  its  results.  If  medicine  be  given  with  a  view  to 
heal,  and  it  happens  to  kill,  he  who  administered  it  is  innocent, 
but  the  act  is  a  noxious  one.  K  they  who  begun  and  prosecuted 
the  slave  trade,  practiced  horrible  cmelties  and  inflicted  much 
suffering— as  no  doubt  they  did,  though  these  have  been  much 
exaggerated — for  merely  selfish  purposes,  and  with  no  view  to 
future  good,  they  were  morally  most  guilty.  So  far  as  unneces- 
Bary  cruelty  was  practiced,  the  motive  and  the  act  were  alike 
bad.  But  if  we  could  be  sure  that  the  entire  effect  of  the 
trade  has  been  to  produce  more  happiness  than  would  other- 
wise have  existed,  we  must  pronounce  it  good,  and  that  it  has. 
happened  in  the  ordering  of  God's  providence,  to  whom  evil 

*  It  is  not  nncommoD,  especiallj  in  Charleston,  to  see  slaves,  after  many 
descents  and  having  mingled  their  blood  with  the  Africans,  possessing  Indian 
hair  and  features. 
.•36 


562  INFLUENCB    OF    SLAVERY 

cannot  be  imputed.  Moral  guilt  has  not  been  imputed  to  Las 
Oasas,  and  if  the  importation  of  African  slaves  into  America, 
had  the  effect  of  preventing  more  suffering  than  it  inflicted,  it 
was  good,  both  in  the  motive  and  the  result.  I  freely  admit 
that,  it  is  hardly  possible  to  justify  morally,  those  who  begun 
and  carried  on  the  slave  trade.  No  speculation  of  future  good  to 
be  brought  about,  could  compensate  the  enormous  amount  of  evil 
it  occasioned. 

If  we  should  refer  to  the  common  moral  sense  of  mankind,  as 
determined  by  their  conduct  in  all  ages  and  countries,  for  a  stand- 
ard of  morality,  it  would  seem  to  be  in  favor  of  slavery.  The 
will  of  God,  as  determined  by  utility,  would  be  an  infallible 
standard,  if  we  had  an  unerring  measure  of  utility.  The  utilita- 
rian philosophy,  as  it  is  commonly  understood,  referring  only  to 
the  animal  wants  and  employments,  and  physical  condition  of 
man,  is  utterly  false  and  degrading.  K  a  sufficiently  extended 
definition  be  given  to  utility,  so  as  to  include  every  thing  that 
may  be  a  source  of  enjoyment  or  suffering,  it  is  for  the  most  part 
useless.  How  can  you  compare  the  pleasures  resulting  from  the 
eccercise  of  the  understanding,  the  taste  and  the  imagination,  with 
the  animal  enjoyments  of  Jihe  senses — ^the  gratification  derived^ 
from  a  fine  poem  with  that  from  a  rich  banquet  ?  How  are  we  to 
weigh  the  pains  and  enjoyments  of  one  man  highly  cultivated  and 
of  great  sensibility,  against  those  of  many  men  of  blunter  capa- 
city for  enjoyment  or  suffering?  And  if  we  could  determine 
with  certainty  in  what  utility  consists,  we  are  so  short^ghted 
with  respect  to  consequences — ^the  remote  results  of  our  best  con- 
sidered actions  are  so  often  wide  of  our  anticipations,  or  contrary 
to  them,  that  we  should  still  be  very  much  in  the  dark.  But 
though  we  cannot  arrive  at  absolute  certainty  with  respect  to  the 
utility  of  actions,  it  is  always  fairlj  matter  of  argument.  Though 
an  imperfect  standard^  it  is  the  best  we  have,  and  perhaps  the 
Creator  did  not  intend  that  we  should  arrive  at  perfect  certainty 
with  regard  to  the  morality  of  many  actions.  K,  after  the  most 
carefal  examination  of  consequences  that  we  are  able  to  make, 
with  duo  distrust  of  ourselves,  we  impartially,  and  in  good  faith, 
decide  for  that  which  appears  likely  to  produce  the  greatest  good, 
we  are  free  from  moral  guilt.  And  I  would  impress  most  earn- 
estly, that  with  our  imperfect  and  limited  faculties,  and  short- 
sighted as  we  are  to  the  future,  we  can  rarely,  very  rarely  indeed, 
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be  ji]8tified  in  prodacing  considerable  present  evil  or  suffering,  in 
the  expectation  of  remote  future  good — ^if  indeed  this  can  ever  be 
justified. 

In  considering  this  subject,  I  shall  not  regard  it  in  the  first 
instance  in  reference  to  the  present  position  of  the  slaveholding 
States,  or  the  difficulties  wh^ch  lie  in  the  way  of  their  emancipat- 
ing their  slaves,  but  as  a  naked,  abstract  question — whether  it  is 
better  that  the  institution  of  praedial  and  domestic  slavery  should, 
or  should  not,  exist  in  civilized  society.    And  though  some  of 
my  remarks  may  seem  to  have  such  a  tendency,  let  me  not  be 
understood  as  taking  upon  myself  to  determine  that  it  is  better 
that  it  should  exist.     God  forbid  that  the  responsibility  of  de- 
ciding such  a  question  should  ever  be  thrown  on  me  or  my 
conntrymen.    But  this  I  will  say,  and  not  without  confidence, 
that  it  is  in  the  power  of  no  human  intellect  to  establish  the 
contrary  proposition — that  it  is  better  it  should  not  exist.    This 
is  probably  known  but  to  one  being,  and  concealed  firom  human 
sagacity. 

There  have  existed  in  various  ages,  and  we  now  see  existing  in 
tJie  world,  people  in  every  stage  of  civilization,  from  the  most 
larbarous  to  the  most  refined.  Man,  as  I  have  said,  is  not  bom 
to  civilization.  He-is  born  rude  and  ignorant.  But  it  will  be,  I 
suppose,  admitted  that  it  is  the  design  of  his  Creator  that  he 
should  attain  to  civilization  :  that  religion  should  be  known,  that 
the  comforts  and  elegancies  of  life  should  be  enjoyed,  that  letters 
And  arts  should  be  cultivated  ;  in  short,  that  there  should  be  the 
greatest  possible  development  of  moral  and  intellectual  excellence. 
Xt  can  hardly  be  necessary  to  say  any  thing  of  those  who  have 
extolled  the  superior  virtues  and  enjoyments  of  savage  life — ^a  life 
of  physical  wants  and  sufferings,  of  continual  insecurity,  of  furi 
ons  passions  and  depraved  vices.  Those  who  have  praised  savage 
life,  are  those  who  have  known  nothing  of  it,  or  who  have  become 
savages  themselves.  But  as  I  have  said,  so  far  as  reason  or  uni- 
versal experience  instruct  us,  the  institution  of  slavery  is  an 
essential  process  in  emerging  from  savage  life.  It  must  then 
produce  good,  and  promote  the  designs  of  the  Creator. 

I  add  further,  that  slavery  anticipates,  the  benefits  of  civilizar 
tion^  and  retards  th^  evUs  of  civilization.  The  former  part  of 
this  proposition  has  been  so  fully  established  by  a  writer  of  great 
power  of  thought — though  I  fear  his  practical  conclusions  will  be 
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found  of  little  value — that  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  urge  it.* 
Property — the  accumulation  of  capital,  as  it  is  commonly  called — 
is  the  first  element  of  civilization.  But  to  accumulate,  or  to  use 
capital  to  any  considerable  extent,  the  combination  of  labor  is 
necessary.  In  early  stages  of  society,  when  people  are  thinly 
scattered  over  an  extensive  territory,  the  labor  necessary  to  exten- 
sive works  cannot  be  commanded.  Men  are  independent  of  each 
other.  Having  the  command  of  abundance  of  land,  no  one  will 
submit  to  be  employed  in  the  service  of  his  neighbor.  No  one, 
therefore,  can  employ  more  capital  than  he  can  use  with  his  own 
hands,  or  those  of  his  family,  nor  have  an  income  much  beyond 
the  necessaries  of  life.  There  can,  therefore,  be  little  leisure  for 
intellectual  pursuits,  or  means  of  acquiring  the  comforts  or 
elegancies  of  life.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  say,  however,  that 
if  a  man  has  the  command  of  slaves,  he  may  combine  labor,  and 
use  capital  to  any  required  extent,  and  therefore  accumulate 
wealth.  He  shows  that  no  colonies  have  been  successfully  planted 
without  some  sort  of  slavery.  So  we  find  the  fact  to  be.  It  is 
only  in  the  slaveholding  States  of  our  Confederacy,  that  wealth 
can  be  acquired  by  agriculture — ^which  is  the  general  employment 
of  our  whole  country.  Among  us,  we  know  that  there  is  uo  one, 
however  humble  his  beginning,  who,  with  persevering  industry, 
intelligence,  and  orderly  and  virtuous  habits,  may  not  attain  to 
considerable  opulence.  So  far  as  wealth  has  been  accumulated 
in  the  States  which  do  not  possess  slaves,  it  has  been  in  cities  by 
the  pursuits  of  commerce,  or  lately,  by  manufactures.  But  the 
products  of  slave  labor  fiirnish  more  than  two-thirds  of  the  mate- 
rials of  our  foreign  commerce,  which  the  industry  of  those  States 
is  employed  in  transporting  and  exchanging;  and  among  the 
slaveholding  States  is  to  be  found  the  great  market  for  all  the  pro- 
ductions of  their  industry,  of  whatever  kind.  The  prosperity  of 
those  States,  therefore,  and  the  civilization  of  their  cities,  have 
been  for  the  most  part  created  by  the  existence  of  slavery.  Even 
in  the  cities,  but  for  a  class  of  population,  which  our  institutions 
have  marked  as  servile,  it  would  be  scarcely  possible  to  preserve 


*  The  author  of  "  England  and  America."  We  do,  however,  most  indig- 
nantly repudiate  his  conclusion,  that  we  are  bound  to  submit  to  a  tariff  of  pro- 
tection, as  an  expedient  for  retuning  our  slaves,  **  the  force  of  the  whole  Union 
being  required  to  preserve  slavery,  to  keep  doynx  the  slaves." 


ON    SOCIAL    LIFE.  565 

the  ordinary  habitndes  of  civilized  life,  by  commanding  the 
necessary  menial  and  domestic  service. 

Every  stage  of  human  society,  from  the  most  barbarous  to  the 
most  refined,  has  its  own  peculiar  evils  to  mark  it  as  the  condi- 
tion of  mortality ;  and  perhaps  there  is  none  but  omnipotence 
who  can  say  in  which  the  scale  of  good  or  evil  most  preponder- 
ates. We  need  say  nothing  of  the  evils  of  savage  life.  There  is 
a  state  of  society  elevated  somewhat  above  it,  which  is  to  be 
found  in  some  of  the  more  thinly  peopled  portions  of  our  own 
country — ^the  rudest  agricultural  state — which  is  thus  characterized 
by  the  author  to  whom  I  have  referred :  "  The  American  of  the 
back  woods  has  often  been  described  to  the  English  as  grossly 
ignorant,  dirty,  unsocial,  delighting  in  rum  and  tobacco,  attached 
to  nothing  but  his  rifle,  adventurous,  restless,  more  than  half 
savage.  Deprived  of  social  enjoyments  or  excitements,  he  has 
recourse  to  those  of  savage  life,  and  becomes  (for  in  this  respect 
the  Americans  degenerate)  unfit  for  society."  This  is  no  very 
inviting  picture,  which,  though  exaggerated,  we  know  not  to  be 
without  likeness.  The  evils  of  such  a  state,  I  suppose,  will 
hardly  be*  thought  compensated  by  unbounded  freedom,  perfect 
equality,  and  ample  means  of  subsistence. 

But  let  us  take  another  stage  in  the  progress — which  to  many 
will  appear  to  ofier  all  that  is  desirable  in  existence,  and  realize 
another  Utopia.  Let  us  suppose  a  state  of  society  in  which  all 
shall  have  property,  and  there  shall  be  no  great  inequality  of 
property — in  which  society  shall  be  so  much  condensed  as  to 
afford  the  means  of  social  intercourse,  without  being  crowded,  so 
as  to  create  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  means  of  subsistence — in 
which  every  family  that  chooses  may  have  as  much  land  as  will 
employ  its  own  hands,  while  others  may  employ  their  industry  in 
forming  such  products  as  it  may  be  desirable  to  exchange  with 
them.  Schools  are  generally  established,  and  the  rudiments  of 
education  universally  diffused.  Religion  is  taught,  and  every 
village  has  its  church,  neat,  though  humble,  lifting  its  spire  to 
heaven.  Here  is  a  situation  apparently  the  most  favorable  to 
happiness.  I  say  apparently^  for  the  greatest  source  of  human 
misery  is  not  in  external  circumstances,  but  in  men  themselves — 
in  their  depraved  inclinations,  their  wayward  passions  and  per- 
verse wills.  Here  is  room  for  all  the  petty  competition,  the  envy, 
Iiatred,  malice  and  dissimulation  that  torture  the  heart  in  what 
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may  be  supposed  the  most  sophisticated  states  of  society;  and 
though  less  marked  and  oflensive,  there  may  be  much  of  the 
licentiousness. 

But  apart  from  this,  in  such  a  condition  of  society,  if  there  is 
Kttle  suffering,  there  is  little  high  enjoyment.    The  even  flow  of 
life  forbids  the  high  excitement  which  is  necessary  for  it.    K  there 
is  little  vice,  there  is  little  place  for  the  *  eminent  virtues,  which 
employ  themselves  in  controlling  the  disorders  and  remedying 
the  evils  of  society,  which,  like  war  and  revolution,  call  forth  the 
highest  powera  of  man,  whether  for  good  or  for  evil.     If  there  is 
little  misery,  there  is  little  room  for  benevolence.     Usefiil  public 
institutions  we  may  suppose  to  be  created,  but  not  such  as  are 
merely  ornamental.     Elegant  arts  can  be  little  cultivated,  for 
there  are  no  means  to  reward  the  artists ;  nor  the  higher  litera- 
ture, for  no  one  will  have  leisure  or  means  to  cultivate  it  for  its 
own  sake.      Those  who  acquire  what  may  be  called   liberal 
education,  will  do  so  in  order  to  employ  it  as  the  means  of  their 
own  subsistence  or  advancement  in  a  profession,  and  literature 
itself  will  partake  of  the  sordidness  of  trade.    In  short,  it  is  plain 
that  in  such  a  state  of  society,  the  moral  and  intellectual  faculties 
cannot  be  cultivated  to  their  highest  perfection. 

But  whether  that  which  I  have  described  be  the  most  desirable 
state  of  society  or  no,  it  is  certain  that  it  can  not  continue. 
Mutation  and  progress  is  the  condition  of  human  affairs.  Though 
retarded  for  a  time  by  extraneous  or  accidental  circumstances,  the 
wheel  must  roll  on.  The  tendency  of  population  is  to  become 
crowded,  increasing  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  subsistence.  There 
will  be  some  without  any  property  except  the  capacity  for  labor. 
This  they  must  seU  to  those  who  have  the  means  of  employing 
them,  thereby  swelling  the  amount  of  dieir  capital,  and  increasing 
inequality.  The  process  still  goes  on.  The  number  of  laborers  in- 
creases until  there  is  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  employment.  Then 
competition  is  established.  The  remuneration  of  the  laborer  be- 
comes gradually  less  and  less ;  a  larger  and  larger  proportion  of  the 
product  of  his  labor  goes  to  swell  the  fortune  of  the  capitalist ; 
inequality  becomes  still  greater  and  more  invidious,  until  the 
process  ends  in  the  establishment  of  just  such  a  state  of  things, 
as  the  same  author  describes  as  now  existing  in  England.  After 
a  most  imposing  picture  of  her  gitetness  and  resources ;  of  her 
Buperabounding  capital,  and  all  pervading  industry  and  enter- 
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prise ;  of  her  public  institutions  for  purposes  of  art,  learning  and 
benevolence ;  her  public  improvements,  by  which  intercourse  is 
fSsu^ilitated,  and  the  convenience  of  man  subserved ;  the  conven- 
iences and  luxuries  of  life  enjoyed  by  tiiose  who  are  in  possession 
of  fortune,  or  have  profitable  employments ;  of  aU,  in  short,  that 
places  her  at  the  head  of  modern  civilization,  he  proceeds  to  give 
the  reverse  of  the  picture.  And  here  I  shall  use  his  own  words : 
"The  laboring  class  compose  the  bulk  of  the  people;  the  great 
body  of  the  people;  the  vast  majority  of  the  people — these  are 
the  terms  by  which  English  writers  and  speakers  usually  describe 
those  whose  only  property  is  their  labor." 

"  Of  comprehensive  words,  the  two  most  frequently  used  in 
English  politics,  are  distress  and  pauperism.  After  these,  of  ex 
pressions  applied  to  the  state  of  the  poor,  the  most  common  are 
vice  and  misery,  wretchedness,  sufferings,  ignorance,  degradation, 
discontent,  depravity,  drunkenness,  and  the  increase  of  crime ; 
with  many  more  of  the  like  nature." 

He  goes  on  to  give  the  details  of  this  inequality  and  wretched- 
ness,, in  terms  calculated  to  sicken  and  appal  one  to  whom  the 
picture  is  new.     That  he  has  painted  strongly  we  may  suppose ; 
but  there  is  ample  corroborating  testimony,  if  such  were  needed, 
that  the  representation  is  substantially  just.    Where  so  much 
misery  exists,  there  must  of  course  be  much  discontent,  and  many 
have  been  disposed  to  trace  the  sources  of  the  former  in  vicious 
legislation,  or  the  structure  of  government;  and  the  author  gives 
the  various  schemes,  sometimes  contradictory,  sometimes  ludi- 
crous, which  projectors  have  devised  as  a  remedy  for  all  this  evil 
to  which  flesh  is  heir.     That  ill-judged  legislation  may  have 
sometimes  aggravated  the  general  suffering,  or  that  its  extremity 
may  be  mitigated  by  the  well-directed  efforts  of  the  wise  and 
virtuous,  there  can  be  no  doubt.     One  purpose  for  which  it  has 
been  permitted  to  exist  is,  that  it  may  call  forth  such  efforts,  and 
awaken  powers  and  virtues  which  would  otherwise  have  slum- 
bered for  want  of  object.    But  remedy  there  is  none,  unless  it  be 
to  abandon  their  civilization.    This  inequality,  this  vice,  this 
misery,  this  slavery^  is  the  price  of  England's  civilization.    They 
suffer  the  lot  of  humanity.    But  perhaps  we  may  be  permitted 
humbly  to  hope,  that  great,  intense  and  widely  spread  as  this 
*  misery  undoubtedly  is  in  reality,  it  may  yet  be  less  so  than  in 
appearance.    We  can  estimate  but  very,  very  imperfectly  the 


5gg  INFLIU6NCE    OF    SLAVERY 

good  and  evil  of  individual  condition,  as  of  different  states  ,o( 
society.  Some  unexpected  solace  arises  to  alleviate  the  severest 
calamity.  Wonderfiil  is  the  power  of  custom,  in  making  the 
hardest  condition  tolerable ;  the  most  generally  wretched  life  has 
circumstances  of  mitigation,  and  moments' of  vivid  enjoyment,  of 
which  the  more  seemingly  happy  can  scarcely  conceive ;  though 
the  lives  of  individuals  be  shortened,  the  aggregate  of  existence 
is  increased ;  even  the  various  forms  of  death  accelerated  by 
want,  familiarized  to  the  contemplation,  like  death  to  the  soldier 
on  the  field  of  battle,  may  become  scarcely  more  formidable  than 
what  we  are  accustomed  to  regard  as  nature's  ordinaiy  outlets  of 
existence.  If  we  could  perfectly  analyze  the  enjoyments  and 
sufferings  of  the  most  happy,  and  the  most  miserable  man,  we 
should  perhaps  be  startled  to  find  the  difference  so  much  less  than 
our  previous  impressions  had  led  us  to  conceive.  But  it  is  not 
for  us  to  assume  the  province  of  omniscience.  The  particular 
theory  of  the  author  quoted,  seems  to  be  founded  on  an  assump- 
tion of  this  sort — that  there  is  a  certain  stage  in  the  progress, 
when  there  is  a  certain  balance  between  the  demand  for  labor, 
and  the  supply  of  it,  which  is  more  desirable  than  any  other — 
when  the  territory  is  so  thickly  peopled  that  all  can  not  own 
land  and  cultivate  the  soil  for  themselves,  but  a  portion  will  be 
compelled  to  sell  their  labor  to  others ;  still  leaving,  however,  the 
wages  of  labor  high,  and  the  laborer  independent.  It  is  plain, 
however,  that  this  would  in  like  manner  partake  of  the  good  and 
the  evil  of  other  states  of  society.  There  would  be  less  of  equal- 
ity and  less  rudeness,  than  in  the  early  stages ;  less  civilization, 
and  less  suffering,  than  in  the  latter. 

It  is  the  competition  for  employment,  which  is  the  source  of 
this  misery  of  society,  that  gives  rise  to  all  excellence  in  art  and 
knowledge.  When  the  demand  for  labor  exceeds  the  supply,  the 
services  of  the  most  ordinarily  qualified  laborer  will  be  eagerly 
retained.  When  the  supply  begins  to  exceed,  and  competition  is 
established,  higher  and  higher  qualifications  will  be  required, 
until  at  length  when  it  becomes  very  intense,  none  but  the  most 
consummately  skillftd  can  be  sure  to  be  employed.  Nothing  but 
necessity  can  drive  men  to  the  exertions  which  are  necessary  so 
to  qualify  themselves.  But  it  is  not  in  arts,  merely  mechanical 
alone,  that  this  superior  excellence  will  be  required.  It  will  be 
extended  to  every  intellectual  employment ;  and  though  this  may 
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not  be  the  effect  in  the  instance  of  every  individual,  yet  it  will 
fix  the  habits  and  character  of  the  society,  and  prescribe  every- 
where, and  in  every  department,  the  highest  possible  standard  of 
attainment. 

But  how  is  it  that  the  existence  of  slavery,  as  with  us,  will 
retard  the  evils  of  civilization?  Very  obviously.  It  is  the  intense 
competition  of  civilised  life,  that  gives  rise  to  the  excessive 
cheapness  of  labor,  and  the  excessive  cheapness  of  labor  is  the 
canse  of  the  evils  in  question.  Slave  labor  can  never  be  so  cheap 
as  what  is  called  free  labor.  Politieftl  economists  have  established 
as  the  natural  standard  of  wages  in  a  fully  peopled  country,  the 
value  of  the  laborer's  existence.  I  shall  not  stop  to  inquire  into 
the  precise  truth  of  this  proposition.  It  certainly  approximates 
the  truth.  Where  competition  is  intense,  men  will  labor  for  a 
bare  subsistence,  and  less  than  a  competent  subsistence.  The  em- 
ployer of  free  laborers  obtains  their  services  during  the  time  of 
their  health  and  vigor,  without  the  charge  of  reaving  them  &om 
infancy,  or  supporting  them  in  sickness  or  old  age.  This  charge 
is  imposed  on  the  employer  of  slave  labor,  who,  therefore,  pays 
higher  wages,  and  cuts  off  the  principal  source  of  misery — the 
wants  and  sufferings  of  infancy,  sickness,  and  old  age.  Laborers 
too  will  be  less  skillful,  and  perform  less  work — enhancing  the 
price  of  that  sort  of  labor.  The  poor  laws  of  England  are  an 
attempt — but  an  awkward  and  empirical  attempt — to  supply  the 
place  of  that  which  we  should  suppose  the  feelings  of  every 
human  heart  would  declare  to  be  a  natural  obligation — that  he 
who  has  received  the  benefit  of  the  laborer's  services  during  his 
health  and  vigor,  should  maintain  him  when  he  becomes  unable 
to  provide  for  his  own  support.  They  answer  their  purpose,  how- 
ever, very  imperfectly,  and  are  unjustly  and  unequally  imposed. 
There  is  no  attempt  to  apportion  the  burden  according  to  the 
benefit  received — and  perhaps  there  could  be  none.  This  is  one 
of  the  evils  of  their  condition. 

In  periods  of  commercial  revulsion  and  distress,  like  the 
present,  the  distress,  in  countries  of  free  labor,  falls  principally 
on  the  laborers.  In  those  of  slave  labor,  it  falls  almost  exclusively 
on  the  employer.  In  the  former,  when  a  business  becomes  un- 
profitable, the  employer  dismisses  his  laborers  or  lowers  their 
wages.  But  with  us,  it  is  the  very  period  at  which  we  are  least 
able  to  dismiss  our  laborers ;  and  if  we  would  not  suffer  a  further 
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loss,  we  can  not  reduce  their  wages.  To  receive  the  benefit  of 
the  services  of  which  they  are  capable,  we  must  provide  for  main- 
taining their  health  and  vigor.  In  point  of  fact,  we  know  that 
this  is  accounted  among  the  necessary  expenses  of  management. 
K  the  income  of  every  planter  of  the  Southern  States  were  per- 
manently reduced  one-half,  or  even  much  more  than  that,  it  would 
not  take  one  jot  from  the  support  and  comforts  of  the  slaves. 
And  this  can  never  be  materially  altered,  until  they  shall  become 
so  unprofitable  that  slavery  must  be  of  necessity  abandoned.  It 
is  probable  that  the  accumulation  of  individual  wealth  will  never 
be  carried  to  quite  so  great  an  extent  in  a  slaveholding  country, 
as  in  one  of  free  labor ;  but  a  consequence  will  be,  that  there  will 
be  less  inequality  and  less  sufiering. 
\^  Servitude  is  the  condition  of  civilization.  It  was  decreed,  when 
the  command  was  given,  ''  be  fruitful,  and  multiply  and  replenish 
the  earth,  and  subdue  it,"  and  when  it  was  added,  ''in  the  sweat 
of  thy  face  shah  thou  eat  bread."  And  what  human  being  shall 
arrogate  to  himself  the  authority  to  pronounce  that  our  form  of  it 
is  worse  in  itself,  or  more  displeasing  to  God,  than  that  which  ex- 
ists elsewhere  ?  Shall  it  be  said  that  the  servitude  of  other  coun- 
tries grows  out  of  the  exigency  of  their  cii*cumstances,  and  there- 
fore society  is  not  responsible  for  it?  But  if  we  know  that  in  the 
progress  of  things  it  is  to  come,  would  it  not  seem  the  part  of  wis- 
dom and  foresight,  to  make  provision  for  it,  and  thereby,  if  we 
can,  mitigate  the  severity  of  its  evils  ?  But  the  &ct  is  not  so. 
Let  any  one  who  doubts,  read  the  book  to  which  I  have  several 
times  referred,  and  he  may  be  satisfied  that  it  was  forced  upon  us 
by  the  extremest  exigency  of  circumBtances,  in  a  struggle  for  very 
existence.  Without  it,  it  is  doubtful  whether  a  white  man  would 
be  now  existing  on  this  continent — certain,  that  if  there  were,  they 
would  be  in  a  state  of  the  utmost  destitution,  weakness,  and  mis- 
ery. It  was  forced  on  us  by  necessity,  and  further  fastened  upon 
us  by  the  superior  authority  of  the  mother  country.  I,  for  one, 
neither  deprecate  nor  resent  the  gift.  Nor  did  we  institute  slav- 
ery. The  Afijcans  brought  to  us  had  been,  speaking  in  the  gen- 
eral, slaves  in  their  own  country,  and  only  underwent  a  change  of 
masters.  In  the  countries  of  Europe,  and  the  States  of  our  Con- 
federacy, in  which  slavery  has  ceased  to  exist,  it  was  abolished 
by  positive  legislation.  If  the  order  of  nature  has  been  departed 
from,  and  a  forced  and  artificial  state  of  things  introduced,  it  has 
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been,  ms  the  experience  of  all  the  world  declares,  by  them  and  not 
by  ns. 

That  there  are  great  evils  in  a  society  where  slavery  exists,  and 
tfiat  the  institution  is  Uable  to  great  abuse,  I  have  already  said. 
To  say  otherwise,  wonld  be  to  say  that  they  were  not  human. 
But  the  whole  of  human  life  is  a  system  of  evils  and  compensations. 
We  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  compensations  with  us  are 
fiswer,  or  smaller  in  proportion  to  the  evils,  than  those  of  any 
other  condition  of  society.  Tell  me  of  an  evil  or  abuse ;  of  an  in- 
stance of  cruelty,  oppression,  licentiousness,  crime  or  suffering, 
and  I  win  point  out,  and  often  in  five  fold  degree,  an  equivalent 
evil  or  abuse  in  countries  where  slavery  does  not  exist. 

Let  us  examine  without  blenching,  the  actual  and  allied  evils 
of  slavery,  and  the  array  of  horrors  which  many  suppose  to  be  its 
universal  concomitants.  It  is  said  that  the  slave  is  out  of  the  pro- 
tection of  the  law;  that  if  the  law  purports  to  protect  him  in  life 
and  limb,  it  is  but  imperfectly  executed ;  that  he  is  still  subject  to 
excessive  labor,  d^rading  blows,  or  any  other  sort  of  torture, 
which  a  master  pampered  and  brutaUzed  by  the  exercise  of  arbi- 
tnury  power,  may  think  proper  to  infljct ;  he  is  cut  off  from  the  op- 
portunity of  intellectual,  moral,  or  religious  improvement,  and 
even  positive  enactments  are  directed  against  his  acquiring  the 
rudiments  of  knowledge ;  he  is  cut  off  forever  from  the  hope  of 
raising  his  condition  in  society,  whatever  may  be  his  merit,  tal- 
ents, or  virtues,  and  therefore  deprived  of  the  strongest  incentive 
to  useful  and  praiseworthy  exertion ;  his  physical  degradation  be- 
gets a  corr^ponding  moral  degradation:  he  is  without  moral 
principle,  and  addicted  to  tlie  lowest  vices,  particularly  theft  and 
fedsehood ;  if  marriage  be  not  disallowed,  it  is  little  better  than  a 
state  of  concubinage,  from  which  results  general  licentiousness, 
and  the  want  of  chastity  among  females — this  indeed  is  not  pro- 
tected by  law,  but  is  subject  to  the  outrages  of  brutal  lust ;  both 
sexes  are  liable  to  have  their  dearest  affections  violated ;  to  be  sold 
like  brutes ;  husbands  to  be  torn  from  wives,  children  from  par« 
ents ; — this  is  the  picture  commonly  presented  by  the  denouncers 
of  slavery. 

It  is  a  somewhat  singular  fact  that  when  there  existed  in  our 
State  no  law  for  punishing  the  murder  of  a  slave,  other  than  a 
pecuniary  fine,  there  were,  I  will  venture  to  say,  at  least  ten 
murders  of  freemen,  for  one  murder  of  a  slave.    Yet  it  is  sup- 
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posed  they  are  all  less  protected,  or  less  secure  than  their  masters. 
Why  they  are  protected  by  their  very  situation  in  society,  and  there- 
fore less  need  the  protection  of  law.    With  any  other  person  than 
their  master,  it  is  hardly  possible  for  them,  to  come  into  such  sort 
of  collision  as  usually  gives  rise  to  furious  and  revengeful  pas- 
sions ;  they  offer  no  temptation  to  the  murderer  for  gain ;  against 
the  master  himself,  they  have  the  security  of  his  own  intet*e8t, 
and  by  his  superintendence  and  authority,  they  are  protected  from 
the  revengeful  passions  of  each  other.    I  am  by  no  means  sure 
that  the  cause  of  humanity  has  been  served  by  the  change  in 
jurisprudence,  which  has  placed  their  murder  on  the  same  foot- 
ing with  that  of  a  freeman.     The  change  was  made  in  subser 
viency  to  the  opinions  and  clamor  of  others  who  were  utterly 
incompetent  to  form  an  opinion  on  the  subject ;  and  a  wise  act  is 
seldom  the  result  of  legislation  in  this  spirit.     From  the  &ct 
which  J  have  stated,  it  is  plain  that  they  less  need  protection. 
Juries  are,  therefore,  less  willing  to  convict,  and  it  may  some- 
times happen  that  the  guilty  will  escape  all  punishment.    Security 
is  one  of  the  Compensations  of  their  humble  position.     We  chal- 
lenge the  comparison,  that  with  us  there  have  been  fewer  murders 
of  slaves,  than  of  parents,  children,  apprentices,  and  other  mur- 
ders, cruel  and  unnatural,  in  society  where  slavery  does  not  exist. 
But  short  of  life  or  limb,  various  cruelties  may  be  practiced  as 
the  passions  of  the  master  may  dictate.    To  this  the  same  reply 
has  been  often  given — ^that  they  are  secured  by  the  master's  in- 
terest.   If  the  state  of  slavey  is  to  exist  at  all,  the  master  must 
have,  and  ought  to  have,  such  power  of  punishment  as  will  com- 
pel them  to  perform  the  duties  of  their  station.     And  is  not  this 
for  their  advantage  as  well  as  his  ?    No  human  being  can  be  con- 
tented, who  does  not  perform  the  duties  of  his  station.    Has  the 
master  any  temptation  to  go  beyond  this  ?    If  he  inflicts  on  him 
such  punishment  as  will  permanently  impair  his  strength,  he 
inflicts  a  loss  on  himself,  and  so  if  he  requires  of  him  excessive 
labor.    Compare  the  labor  required  of  the  slave,  with  those  of 
the  free  agricultural  or  manufacturing  laborer  in  Europe,  or  even 
in  the  more  thickly  peopled  portions  of  the  non-slaveholding 
States  of  our  Confederacy — ^though  these  last  are  no  fair  subjects 
of  comparison — they  enjoying,  as  I  have  said,  in  a  great  degree, 
the  advantages  of  slavery  along  with  those  of  an  early  and  simple 
state  of  society.    Bead  the  English  Parliamentary  reports,  on  the 
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conditien  of  the  manu&ctoring  operatives,  and  the  children 
employed  in  factories.  And  snch  is  the  impotence  of  man  to 
remedy  the  evils  which  the  condition  of  his  existence  has  imposed 
on  him,  that  it  is  much  to  be  doubted  whether  the  attempts  by 
legislation  to  improve  their  situation,  will  not  aggravate  its  evils. 
They  resort  to  this  excessive  labor  as  a  choice  of  evils.  If  so,  the 
amount  of  their  compensation  will  bo  lessened  also  with  the 
diminished  labor;  for  this  is  a  matter  which  legislation  can  not 
regnlate.  Is  it  the  part  of  benevolence  then  to  cut  them  off  even 
from  this  miserable  liberty  of  choice?  Yet  would  these  evils 
exist  in  the  same  degree,  if  the  laborers  were  tlie  property  of  the 
master — having  a  direct  interest  in  preserving  their  lives,  their 
health  and  strength?  Who  but. a  driveling  fanatic  has  thought 
of  the  necessity  of  protecting  domestic  animals  from  the  cruelty 
of  their  owners  ?  And  yet  are  not  great  and  wanton  cruelties 
practiced  on  these  animals?  Compare  the  whole  of  the  cruelties 
inflicted  on  slaves  throughout  our  Southern  country,  with  those 
elsewhere,  inflicted  by  ignorant  and  depraved  portions  of  the 
community,  on  those  whom  the  relations  of  society  put  into  their 
power — of  brutal  husbands  on  their  wives ;  of  brutal  parents — 
subdued  against  the  strongest  instincts  of  nature  to  that  brutality 
by  the  extremity  of  their  misery — on  their  children ;  of  brutal 
masters  on  apprentices.  And  if  it  should  bo  asked,  are  not 
similar  cruelties  inflicted,  and  miseries  endured,  in  your  society? 
I  answer,  in  no  comparable  degree.  The  class  in  question  are 
placed  under  the  control  of  others,  who  are  interested  to  restrain 
their  excesses  of  cruelty  or  rage.  Wives  are  protected  from  their 
husbands,  and  children  from  their  parents:  And  this  is  no  in- 
considerable compensation  of  the  evils  of  our  system ;  and  would 
so  appear,  if  we  could  form  any  conception  of  the  immense 
amount  of  misery  which  is  elsewhere  thus  inflicted.  The  other 
class  of  society,  more  elevated  in  their  position,  are  also  (speak- 
ing of  course  in  tlya  general)  more  elevated  in  character,  and  more 
responsible  to  public  opinion. 

But  besides  the  interest  of  their  master,  there  is  another  security 
against  cruelty.  The  relation  of  master  and  slave,  when  there  is 
no  mischievous  interference  between  them,  is,  as  the  experience 
of  all  the  world  declares,  naturally  one  of  kindness.  As  to  the 
fact,  we  should  be  held  interested  witnesses,  but  we  appeal  to 
universal  nature.    Is  it  not  natural  that  a  man  should  be  attached 
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to  that  which  is  his  awn,  and  which  has  contributed  to  his  con- 
venience, his  enjoyment,  or  his  vanity  ?  This  is  felt  even  toward 
animals  and  inanimate  objects.  How  much  more  toward  a  being 
of  superior  intelligence  and  asefulness,  who  can  appreciate  onr 
feelings  towards  him,  and  retorn  them  ?  Is  it  not  natural  that  we 
should  be  interested  in  that  which  is  dependent  on  us  for  protec- 
tion and  support?  Do  not  men  everywhere  contract  kind  feelings 
toward  their  dependents  ?  Is  it  not  natural  that  men  should  be 
more  attached  to  those  whom  they  have  long  known, — ^whom, 
perhaps,  they  have  reared  or  been  associated  with  from  in£Eincy — 
than  to  one  with  whom  their  connection  has  been  casual  and 
temporary  ?  What  is  there  in  om*  atmosphere  or  institutions,  to 
produce  a  perversion  of  the  general  feelings  of  nature  i  To  be 
sure,  in  this  as  in  all  other  relations,  there  is  frequent  cause  of 
offense  or  excitement — on  one  side,  for  some  omission  of  duty,  on 
the  other,  on  account  of  reproof  or  punishment  inflicted.  But 
this  is  common  to  the  relation  of  parent  and  child ;  and  I  will 
venture  to  say,  that  if  punishment  be  justly  inflicted — and  there 
is  no  temptation  to  inflict  it  unjustly — it  is  as  little  likely  to 
occasion  permanent  estrangement  or  resentment  as  in  that  case. 
Slaves  are  perpetual  children.  It  is  not  the  common  nature  of 
man,  unless  it  be  depraved  by  his  own  misery,  to  delight  in  wit- 
nessing pain.  It  is  more  grateful  to  behold  contented  and  cheer- 
ful beings,  than  sullen  and  wretched  ones.  That  men  are  some- 
times wayward,  depraved  and  brutal,  we  know.  That  atrocious 
and  brutal  cruelties  have  been  perpetrated  on  slaves,  and  on  those 
who  were  not  slaves,  by  such  wretches,  we  also  know.  But  that 
the  institution  of  slavery  has  a  natural  tendency  to  form  such  a 
character,  that  such  crimes  are  more  common,  or  more  aggravated 
than  in  other  states  of  society,  or  produce  among  us  less  surprise 
and  horror,  we  utterly  deny,  and  challenge  the  comparison.  In- 
deed, I  have  little  hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  fidl  evidence  could 
be  obtained,  the  comparison  would  result  in  Qur  favor,  and  that 
the  tendency  of  slavery  is  rather  to  humanize  than  to  brutalize. 

The  accounts  of  travelers  in  oriental  countries,  give  a  very  fav- 
orable representation  of  the  kindly  relations  which  exist  between 
the  master  and  slave ;  the  latter  being  often  the  friend,  and  some- 
times the  heir  of  the  former.  Generally,  however,  especially  if 
they  be  English  travelers — ^if  they  say  any  thing  which  may  seem 
to  give  a  favorable  complexion  to  slavery,  they  think  it  necessary 
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to  enter  their  protest,  that  thej  shall  not  be  taken  to  give  any  sanc- 
tion to  slavery  as  it  exists  in  America.  Yet  human  nature  is  the 
same  in  all  countries.  There  are  very  obvious  reasons  why  in 
those  countries  there  should  be  a  nearer  approach  to  equality  in 
their  manners.  The  master  and  slave  are  often  of  cognate  races, 
and  therefore  tend  more  to  assimilate.  There  is,  in  fact,  less  in- 
equality  in  mind  and  character,  where  the  master  is  but  imperfectly 
civilized.  Less  labor  is  exacted,  because  the  master  has  fewer 
motives  to  accumulate.  But  is  it  an  injury  to  a  human  being, 
tiiat  regular,  if  not  excessive  labor,  should  be  required  of  him  f 
Hie  primeval  curse,  with  the  usual  benigni^  of  providential  con- 
trivance, has  been  turned  into  the  solace  of  an  existence  that 
would  be  much  more  intolerable  without  it.  K  thoy  labor  less, 
they  are  much  more  subject  to  the  outrages  of  capricious  passions. 
If  it  were  put  to  the  choice  of  any  human  being,  would  he  prefer 
to  be  the  slave  of  a  civilized  man,  or  of  a  barbarian  or  semi-bar- 
barian? But  if  the  general  tendency  of  the  institution  in  those 
countries  is  to  create  kindly  relations,  can  it  be  imagined  why  it 
should  operate  differently  in  this  ?  It  is  true,  as  suggested  by 
President  Dew — with  the  exception  of  the  ties  of  close  consan- 
guinity, it  forms  one  of  the  most  intimate  relations  of  society. 
And  it  will  be  more  and  more  so,  the  longer  it  continues  to  exist. 
The  harshest  features  of  slavery  were  created  bj'  those  who  were 
strangers  to  slavery — who  supposed  that  it  consisted  in  keeping 
savages  in  subjection  by  violence  and  terror.  The  severest  laws 
to  be  found  on  our  statute  book,  were  enacted  by  such,  and  such 
are  still  found  to  be  the  severest  masters.  As  society  becomes 
settled,  and  the  wandering  habits  of  our  countrymen  altered,  there 
will  be  a  larger  and  larger  proportion  of  those  who  were  reared 
by  the  owner,  or  derived  to  him  from  his  ancestors,  and  who  there- 
fore will  be  more  and  more  intimately  regarded,  as  forming  a 
portion  of  his  family. 

It  is  true  that  the  slave  is  driven  to  labor  by  stripes ;  and  if 
the  object  of  punishment  be  to  produce  obedience  or  reformation, 
with  the  least  permanent  injury,  it  is  the  best  method  of  punish- 
ment. But  is  it  not  intolerable,  that  a  being  formed  in  the  image 
of  his  Maker,  should  be  degraded  by  hlowa  t  This  is  one  of  the 
perversions  of  mind  and  feeling,  to  which  I  shall  have  occasion 
again  to  refer.  Such  punishment  would  be  degrading  to  a  free- 
man, who  had  the  thoughts  and  aspirations  of  a  freeman.    In 
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general,  it  is  not  degrading  to  a  slave,  nor  is  it  felt  to  be  so.  The 
evil  is  the  bodily  pain.  Is  it  degrading  to  a  child  ?  Or  if  in  any 
particular  instance  it  would  be  so  felt,  it  is  sure  not  to  be  inflicted 
— unless  in  those  rare  cases  which  constitute  the  startling  and  ec- 
centric evils,  from  which  no  society  is  exempt,  and  against  whictt 
no  institution  of  society  can  provide. 

The  slave  is  cut  off  from  the  means  of  intellecttml^  morale  and 
religious  improvement^  and  in  consequence  his  moral  character 
hecomes  depraved^  and  he  addicted  to  degrading  vices.  The  slave 
receives  such  instimction  as  qualifies  him  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  his  particular  station.  The  Creator  did  not  intend  that  every 
individual  human  being  should  be  highly  cultivated,  morally  and 
intellectually,  for,  as  we  have  seen,  he  has  imposed  conditions  on 
society  w^hich  would  render  this  impossible.  There  must  be  gen- 
eral mediocrity,  or  the  highest  cultivation  must  exist  along  with 
ignorance,  vice,  and  degradation.  But  is  there  in  the  aggregate 
of  society,  less  opportunity  for  intellectual  and  moral  cultivation, 
on  account  of  the  existence  of  slavery  ?  We  must  estimate  insti- 
tutions from  their  aggregate  of  good  or  evil.  I  refer  to  the  views 
which  I  have  before  expressed  to  this  society.  It  is  by  the  exist- 
ence of  slavery,  exempting  so  large  a  portion  of  our  citizens  from 
the  necessity  of  bodily  labor,  that  we  have  a  greater  proportion 
than  any  other  people,  who  have  leisure  for  intellectnal  pursuits, 
and  the  means  of  attaining  a  liberal  education.  If  we  throw  away 
this  opportunity,  we  shall  be  morally  responsible  for  the  neglect 
or  abuse  of  our  advantages,  and  shall  most  unquestionably  pay 
the  penalty.  But  the  blame  will  rest  on  ourselves,  and  not  on  the 
character  of  our  institutions. 

I  add  further,  notwithstanding  that  equality  seems  to  be  the 
passion  of  the  day,  if,  as  Providence  has  evidently  decreed,  there 
can  be  but  a  certain  portion  of  intellectual  excellence  in  any  com 
munity,  it  is  better  that  it  should  be  unequally  divided.  It  is  bet- 
ter that  a  part  should  be  fully  and  highly  cultivated,  and  the  rest 
utterly  ignorant.  To  constitute  a  society,  a  variety  of  offices  most 
be  discharged,  from  those  requiring  but  the  lowest  degree  of  in- 
tellectual power,  to  those  requiring  the  very  highest,  and  it  Bhooid 
seem  that  the  endowments  ought  to  be  apportioned  according  to 
the  exigencies  of  the  situation.  In  the  course  of  human  afiairs, 
there  arise  difficulties  which  can  only  be  comprehended  or  sur- 
mounted by  the  strongest  native  powe^  of  intellect,  strengthened 
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by  the  most  assiduous  exercise,  and  enriched  with  the  most  ex- 
tended knowledge — and  even  these  are  sometimes  found  inade- 
quate to  the  exigency.  The  first  want  of  society  is — ^leaders.  Who 
shall  estimate  the  value  to  Athens,  of  Solon,  Aristides,  Themis- 
(Seles,  Cymon,  or  Pericles  ?  If  society  have  not  leaders  qualified, 
as  I  have  said,  they  will  have  those  who  will  lead  them  blindly  to 
their  loss  and  ruin.  Men  of  no  great  native  power  of  intellect, 
and  of  imperfect  and  superficial  knowledge,  are  the  most  mis- 
chievous of  all — none  are  so  busy,  meddling,  confident,  presump- 
tuous, and  intolerant.  The  whole  of  society  receives  Uie  benefit 
of  the  exertions  of  a  mind  of  extraordinary  endowments.  Of  all 
communities,  one  of  the  least  desirable,  would  be  that  in  which 
imperfect,  superficial,  half-education  should  be  universal.  The 
first  care  of  a  State  which  regards  its  own  safety,  prosperity,  and 
honor,  should  be,  that  when  minds  of  extraordinary  power  appear, 
to  whatever  department  of  knowledge,  art  or  science,  their  exer- 
tions may  be  directed,  the  means  should  be  provided  for  their  most 
consummate  cultivation.  Next  to  this,  that  education  should  be 
as  widely  extended  as  possible. 

Odium  has  been  cast  upon  our  legislation,  on  account  of  its 
forbidding  the  elements  of  education  to  be  communicated  to 
slaves.  But,  in  truth,  what  injury  is  done  to  them  by  this?  He 
who  wbrks  during  the  day  with  his  hands,  does  not  read  in  inter- 
vals of  leisure  for  his  amusement,  or  the  improvement  of  his  mind 
—or  the  exceptions  are  so  very  rare,  as  scarcely  to  need  the  being 
provided  for.  Of  the  many  slaves  whom  I  have  known  capable 
of  reading,  I  have  never  known  one  to  read  any  thing  but  the 
Bible,  and  this  task  they  impose  on  themselves  as  matter  of  duty. 
Of  all  methods  of  religious  instruction,  however,  this,  of  reading 
for  themselves,  would  be  the  most  inefficient — their  comprehension 
is  defective,  and  the  employment  is  to  them  an  unusual  and  labo- 
rious one.  There  are  but  very  few  who  do  not  enjoy  other  means 
more  efiectual  for  religious  instruction.  There  is  no  place  of 
worship  opened  for  the  white  population,  from  which  they  are  ex- 
cluded* I  believe  it  a  mistake,  to  say  that  the  instructions  there 
given  are  not  adapted  to  their  comprehension,  or  calculated  to 
improve  them.  If  they  are  given  as  they  ought  to  be — practi- 
cally, and  without  pretension,  and  are  such  as  are  generally  intel- 
ligible to  the  free  part  of  the  audience,  comprehending  all  grades 

of  intellectual  capacity, — they  will  not  be  unintelligible  to  slaves. 
37 
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I  doubt  whether  this  be  not  better  than  iustrnction,  addressed 
specially  to  themselves — which  they  might  look  upon  as  a  devise 
of  the  master's,  to  make  them  more  obedient  and  profitable  to 
himself.  Their  minds,  generally,  show  a  strong  religious  tend- 
ency, and  they  are  fond  of  assuming  the  office  of  religious  in- 
structors to  each  other ;  and  perhaps  their  religious  notions  are 
not  much  more  extravagant  than  those  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
free  population  of  our  country.  I  am  not  sure  that  there  is  a 
much  smaller  proportion  of  them,  than  of  the  free  population, 
who  make  some  sort  of  religious  profession.  It  is  certainly  the 
master's  interest  that  they  should  have  proper  religious  senti- 
ments, and  if  he  iails  in  his  duty  toward  them,  we  may  be  sure 
that  the  consequences  will  be  visited  not  upon  them,  but  upon 
him. 

If  there  were  any  chance  of  their  elevating  their  rank  and  con 
dition  in  society,  it  might  be  matter  of  hardship,  that  they  should 
be  debarred  those  rudiments  of  knowledge  which  open  the  way 
to  further  attainments.  But  this  they  know  can  not  be,  and  that 
further  attainments  would  be  useless  to  them.  Of  the  evil  of 
this,  I  shall  speak  hereafter.  A  knowledge  of  reading,  writing, 
and  the  elements  of  arithmetic,  is  convenient  and  important  to 
the  free  laborer,  who  is  the  transactor  of  his  own  affairs,  and  the 
guardian  of  his  own  interests — but  of  what  use  would  they  be  to 
the  slave  ?  These  alone  do  not  elevate  the  mind  or  character,  if 
such  elevation  were  desirable. 

If  we  estimate  their  morals  according  to  that  which  should  be 
the  standard  of  a  free  man's  morality,  then  I  grant  they  are  de- 
graded in  morals — though  by  no  means  to  the  extent  which  those 
who  are  unacquainted  with  the  institution  seem  to  suppose.  We 
justly  suppose,  that  the  Creator  will  require  of  man  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  of  the  station  in  which  his  providence  has 
placed  him,  and  the  cultivation  of  the  virtues  which  are  adapted 
to  their  performance ;  that  he  will  make  allowance  for  all  imper- 
fection of  knowledge,  and  the  absence  of  the  usual  helps  and 
motives  which  lead  to  self-correction  and  improvement.  The 
degradation  of  morals  relate  principally  to  loose  notions  of  hen 
esty,  leading  to  petty  thefts ;  to  falsehood  and  to  licentious  inter- 
course between  the  sexes.  Though  with  respect  even  to  these,  I 
protest  against  the  opinion  which  seems  to  be  elsewhere  enter- 
tained,  that  they  are  universal,  or  that  slaves,  in  respect  to  them, 
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might  not  well  bear  a  compaiison  with  the  lowest  laborious  class 
of  other  countries.  But  certainly  there  is  much  dishonesty  lead- 
ing to  petty  thefts.  It  leads,  however,  to  nothing  else.  They 
have  no  contracts  or  dealings  which  might  be  a  temptation  to 
fraud,  nor  do  I  know  that  their  characters  have  any  tendency  that 
way.  They  are  restrained  by  the  constant,  vigilant,  and  inter- 
ested superintendence  which  is  exercised  over  them,  from  the  com- 
mission of  offenses  of  greater  magnitude — even  if  they  were  dis- 
posed to  them — which  I  am  satisfied  they  are  not.  Nothing  is  so 
rarely  heard  of,  as  an  atrocious  crime  committed  by  a  slave; 
especially  since  they  have  worn  off  the  savage  character  which 
their  progenitors  brought  with  them  from  Africa.  Their  offenses 
are  confined  to  petty  depredations,  principally  for  the  gratification 
of  their  appetites,  and  these  for  reasons  already  given,  are  chiefly 
confined  to  the  property  of  their  owner,  which  is  most  exposed  to 
them.  They  could  make  no  use  of  a  considerable  booty,  if  they 
should  obtain  it.  It  is  plain  that  this  is  a  less  evil  to  society  in 
its  consequences  and  example,  than  if  committed  by  a  freeman, 
who  is  master  of  his  own  time  and  actions.  With  reference  to 
society  then,  the  offense  is  less  in  itself — and  may  we  not  hope 
that  it  is  less  in  the  sight  of  God  ?  A  slave  has  no  hope  that  by 
a  course  of  integrity,  he  can  materially  elevate  his  condition  in 
society,  nor  can  his  offense  materially  depress  it,  or  affect  his 
means  of  support,  or  that  of  his  family.  Compared  to  the  free- 
man, he  has  no  character  to  establish  or  to  lose.  He  has  not  been 
exercised  to  self-government,  and  being  without  intellectual  re- 
sources, can  less  resist  the  solicitations  of  appetite.  Theft  in  a 
freeman  is  a  crime  ;  in  a  slave,  it  is  a  vice.  I  recollect  to  have 
heard  it  said,  in  reference  to  some  question  of  a  slave's  theft 
which  was  agitated  in  a  Court,  "  Courts  of  Justice  have  no  more 
to  do  with  a  slave's  stealing,  than  with  his  lying — that  is  a  mat- 
ter for  the  domestic  forum."  It  was  truly  said — the  theft  of  a 
slave  is  no  offense  against  society.  Compare  all  the  evils  re- 
sulting from  this,  with  the  enormous  amount  of  vice,  crime,  and 
depravity,  which  in  an  Enropean,  or  one  of  our  Northern  cities, 
disgusts  the  moral  feelings,  and  render  life  and  property  insecure. 
So  with  respect  to  his  falsehood.  I  have  never  heard  or  observed, 
that  slaves  have  any  pectiliar  proclivity  to  falsehood,  unless  it  be 
in  denying  or  concealing  their  own  offenses,  or  those  of  their  fel- 
lows.    I  have  never  heard  of  falsehood  told  by  a  slave  for  a  mali- 
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cious  purpose.  Lies  of  vanity  are  sometimes  told,  as  among  the 
weak  and  ignorant  of  other  conditions.  Falsehood  is  not  attribu- 
ted to  an  individual  charged  with  an  offense  before  a  Court  of 
Justice,  wlio  pleads  not  guilty — and  certainly  the  strong  tempta- 
tion to  escape  punishment,  in  the  highest  degree  extenuates,  if  it 
does  not  excuse,  falsehood  told  by  a  slave.  If  the  object  be  to 
screen  a  a  fellow  slave,  the  act  bears  some  semblance  of  fidelity, 
and  perhaps  truth  could  not  be  told  without  breach  of  confidence. 
I  know  not  how  to  characterize  the  falsehood  of  a  slave. 

It  has  often  been  said  by  the  denouncers  of  slavery,  that  mar- 
riage does  not  exist  among  slaves.  It  is  difficult  to  understand 
this,  unless  willful  falsehood  were  intended.  We  know  that  mar- 
riages are  contracted ;  may  be,  and  often  are,  solemnized  with  the 
forms  usual  among  other  classes  of  society,  and  often  faithfiilly 
adhered  to  during  life.  The  law  has  not  provided  for  making 
those  marriages  indissoluble,  nor  could  it  do  so.  If  a  man  aban- 
dons his  wife,  being  without  property,  and  being  both  property 
themselves,  he  cannot  be  required  to  maintain  her.  If  he  aban- 
dons his  wife,  and  lives  in  a  state  of  concubinage  with  another, 
the  law  cannot  punish  him  for  bigamy.  It  may  perhaps  be  meant 
that  the  chastity  of  wives  is  not  protected  by  law  from  the  out- 
rages of  violence.  I  answer,  as  with  respect  to  their  lives,  that 
they  are  protected  by  manners,  and  their  position.  Who  ever 
heard  of  such  outrages  being  offered  ?  At  least  as  seldom,  I  will 
venture  to  say,  as  in  other  communities  of  different  forms  of 
polity.  One  reason  doubtless  may  be,  that  often  there  is  no  dis- 
position to  resist.  Another  reason  also  may  be,  that  there  is  little 
temptation  to  such  violence,  as  there  is  so  large  a  proportion  of  this 
class  of  females  who  set  little  value  on  chastity,  and  afford  easy 
*  gratification  to  the  hot  passions  of  men.  It  might  be  supposed, 
from  the  representations  of  some  writers,  that  a  slaveholding 
country  was  one  wide  stew  for  the  indulgence  of  unbridled  last 
Particular  instances  of  intemperate  and  shameless  debauchery  are 
related,  which  may  perhaps  be  true,  and  it  is  left  to  be  inferred 
that  this  is  the  universal  state  of  manners.  Brutes  and  shame- 
less debauchees  there  are  in  every  country ;  we  know  that  if  such 
things  are  related  as  general  or  characteristic,  the  representation 
is  false.  Who  would  argue  from  the  existence  of  a  Col.  Cbartres 
in  England,  or  of  some  individuals  who  might,  perhaps,  be  named 
in  other  portions  of  this  country,  of  the  horrid  dissoluteness  of 
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mmnneis  occasioned  bv  the  want  of  the  institution  of  slaverv! 
Yet  the  aigiiment  might  be  nr^vl  quite  as  fairly,  and  really  it 
seems  to  me  with  a  little  more  justice — for  there  such  depravity 
is  atten«led  with  much  more  pernicious  consequences.  Yet  let  us 
not  deny  or  extenuate  the  truth.  It  is  true  that  in  this  respect  the 
morals  of  this  class  are  very  lo<»se,  (by  no  means  so  univereally 
so  as  is  often  supposed.)  and  that  the  passions  of  men  of  the  supe- 
rior caste,  tempt  and  find  gratification  in  the  easy  chastity  of  the 
females.  This  is  evil,  and  to  be  remedied,  if  we  can  do  so,  with- 
out the  introduction  of  ffreater  evil.  But  evil  is  incident  to  evorv 
condition  of  socictv,  and  as  I  have  said,  we  have  onlv  to  consider 
in  which  institution  it  most  predominates. 

Compare  these  prostitutes  of  our  country,  (if  it  is  not  injustice 
to  call  them  so.)  and  their  condition  with  tiiose  of  other  countries 
— the  seventy  thousand  prostitutes  of  London,  or  of  Paris,  or  the 
ten  thousand  of  Xew  York,  or  our  other  Northern  cities.  Take 
tiie  picture  given  of  the  first  firom  the  author  whom  I  have  before 
quoted.  ''The  laws  and  customs  of  England  conspire  to  sink 
this  class  of  Ens:li3h  women  into  a  state  of  vice  and  miserv  below 
that  which  necessarilv  belonijs  to  their  condition.  Hence  their 
extreme  degradation,  their  troc»pers^  oaths,  their  love  of  gin, 
their  desperate  recklessness,  and  the  shortness  of  their  miserable 
lives. 

*' English  women  of  this  class,  or  rather  girls,  for  few  of  them 
live  to  be  women,  die  like  sheep  with  the  rot;  so  fast  that  soon 
there  would  be  none  left,  if  a  fresh  supply  were  not  obtained 
equal  to  the  number  of  deaths.  But  a  fresh  supply  is  always  ob- 
tained without  the  least  trouble ;  seduction  easily  keeps  pace  with 
prostitution  or  mortality.  Those  that  die  are,  like  factory  chil- 
dren that  die,  instantly  succeeded  by  new  competitors  for  misery 
and  death."  There  is  no  hour  of  a  summers  or  a  winter's  night, 
in  which  there  may  not  be  found  in  the  streets  a  ghastlv  wretch, 
expiring  under  the  double  tortures  of  disease  and  famine.  Though 
less  aggravated  in  its  features,  the  picture  of  prostitution  in  New 
York  or  Philadelphia  would  be  of  like  character. 

In  such  communities,  the  unmarried  woman  who  becomes  a 
mother,  is  an  outcast  from  society — and  though  sentimentalists 
lament  the  hardship  of  the  case,  it  is  justly  and  necessarily  so. 
She  is  cut  ofi*  fix)m  the  hope  of  useftil  and  profitable  employment, 
and  driven  by  necessity  to  fiirther  vice.    Her  misery,  and  the 
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hopelessness  of  rctrieyiDg,  render  her  desperate,  until  she  sinks 
into  every  depth  of  depravity,  and  is  prepared  for  every  crime 
that  can  contaminate  and  infest  society.  She  has  given  birth  to 
a  human  being,  who,  if  it  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  survive  its 
miserable  infancy,  is  commonly  educated  to  a  like  course  of  vice, 
depravity,  and  crime. 

Compare  with  this  the  female  slave  under  similar  circumstances. 
She  is  not  a  less  useful  member  of  society  than  before.     If  shame 
be  attached  to  her  conduct,  it  is  such  shame  as  would  be  else- 
where felt  for  a  venial  impropriety.     She  has  not  impaired  her 
means  of  support,  nor  materially  impaired  her  character,  or  low- 
ered her  station  in  society;  she  has  done  no  great  injury  to  her- 
self, or  any  other  human  being.     Her  offspring  is  not  a  burden 
but  an  acquisition  to  her  owner;   his  support  is  provided  for, 
and  he  is  brought  up  to  usefulness ;   if  the  fruit  of  intercourse 
with  a  freeman,    his  condition  is,   perhaps,   raised   somewhat 
above  that  of   his   mother.     Under  these  circumstances,  with 
imperfect  knowledge,  tempted  by  the  strongest  of  human  pas- 
sions— unrestrained  by  the  motives  which  operate  to  restrain,  but 
are  so  oflcn  found  insufBcient  to  restrain  the  conduct  of  females 
elsewhere,  can  it  be  matter  of  surprise  that  she  should  so  often 
yield  to  the  temptation?     Is  not  the  evil  less  in  itself,  and  in 
reference  to  society — much  less  in  the  sight  of  God  and  man  t    As 
was  said  of  thefl — the  want  of  chastity,  which  among  females  of 
other  countries  is  sometimes  vice,  sometim-es  crime — among  the 
free  of  our  own,  much  more  aggravated  ;  among  slaves,  hardly 
deserves  a  harsher  term  than  that  of  weakness.     I  have  heard  of 
complaint  made  by  a  free  prostitute,  of  the  greater  countenance 
and  indulgence  shown  by  society  toward  colored  persons  of  her 
profession,  (always  regarded  as  of  an  inferior  and  servile  class, 
though  individually  free,)  than  to  those  of  her  own  complexion. 
The  former  readily  obtain  employment ;  are  even  admitted  into 
&milies,  and  treated  with  some  degree  of  kindness  and  famili- 
arity, while  any  approach  to  intercourse  with  the  latter  is  shunned 
as  contamination.     The  distinction  is  habitually  made,  and  it  is 
founded  on  the  unerring  instinct  of  nature.     The  colored  prostitute 
is,  in  fact,  a  far  less  contaminated  and  depraved  being.   Still  many, 
in  spite  of  temptation,  do  preserve  a  perfectly  viiinous  conduct,  and 
I  imagine  it  hardly  ever  entered  into  the  mind  of  one  of  these, 
that  she  was  likely  to  be  forced  from  it  by  authority  or  violence. 
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It  may  be  asked,  if  we  have  no  prostitntea  from  the  free  class 
of  society  among  ourselves.    I  answer,  in  no  assignable  propor- 
tion.   With  general  truth,  it  might  be  said,  that  there  are  none. 
When  such  a  case  occurs,  it  is  among  the  rare  evils  of  society. 
And  apart  from  other  and  better  reasons,  which  we  believe  to 
exist,  it  is  plain  that  it  must  be  so,  from  the  comparative  absence 
of  temptation.     Our  brothels,  comparatively  very  few — and  these 
should  not  be  permitted  to  exist  at  all — are  filled,  for  the  most 
part,  by  importations  from  the  cities  of  our  confederate  Stutes, 
where  slavery  does  not  exist.     In  return  for  the  benefits  which 
they  receive  from  our  slavery,  along  with  tarifis,  libels,  opinions, 
moral,  religious,  or  political — they  furnish  us  also  with  a  supply 
of  thieves  and  prostitutes.     Never,  but  in  a  single  instance,  have 
I  heard  of  an  imputation  on  the  general  purity  of  manners, 
among  the  free  females  of  the  slaveholding  States.     Such  an  im- 
putation, however,  and  made  in  coarse  terms,  we  have  never 
heard  here — Tiere  where  divorce  was  never  known — where  no 
court  was  ever  polluted  by  an  action  for  criminal  conversation 
with  a  wife — where  it  is  related  rather  as  matter  of  tradition,  not 
unmingled  with  wonder,  that  a  Carolinian  woman  of  education 
and  family,  proved  false  to  her  conjugal  faith — an  imputation  de- 
serving only  of  such  reply  as  self-respect  would  forbid  us  to  give,  if 
respect  for  the  author  of  it  did  not.     And  can  it  be  doubted,  that 
this  purity  is  caused  by,  and  is  a  compensation  for  the  evils  result- 
ing from  the  existence  of  an  enslaved  class  of  more  relaxed  morals  ? 
It  is  mostly  the  warm  passions  of  youth,  which  give  rise  to 
licentious  intercourse.     But  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the  in- 
tercourse which  takes  place  with  enslaved  females,  is  less  deprav- 
ing in  its  efiects,  than  when  it  is  carried  on  with  females  of  their 
own  caste.     In  the  first  place,  as  like  attracts  like,  that  which  is 
unlike  repels ;  and  though  the  strength  of  passion  be  sufficient  to 
overcome  the  repulsion,  still  the  attraction  is  less.     He  feels  that 
lie  is  connecting  himself  with  one  of  an  inferior  and  servile  caste, 
and  that  there  is  something  of  degradation  in  the  act.     The  inter- 
course is  generally  casual;  he  does  not  make  her  habitually  an 
associate,  and  is  less  likely  to  receive  any  taint  from  her  habits 
and  manners.     He  is  less  liable  to  those  extraordinary  fascina- 
tions, with  which  worthless  women  sometimes  entangle  their 
victims,  to  the  utter  destruction  of  all  principle,  worth  and  vigor  of 
character.    The  female  of  his  own  race  offers  greater  allurements. 
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The  haunts  of  vice  often  present  a  show  of  elegance,  and  varions 
luxury  tempts  the  senses.  They  are  made  an  habitual  resort,  and 
their  inmates  associates,  till  the  general  character  receives  a  taint 
from  the  corrupted  atmosphere.  Not  only  the  practice  is  licen- 
tious, but  the  understanding  is  sophisticated ;  the  moral  feelings 
are  bewildered,  and  the  boundaries  of  virtue  and  vice  are  con- 
fused. Where  such  licentiousness  very  extensively  prevails, 
society  is  rotten  to  the  heart. 

But  is  it  a  small  compensation  for  the  evils  attending  the  re- 
lation of  the  sexes  among  the  enslaved  class,  that  they  have  uni- 
versally the  opportunity  of  indulging  in  the  first  instinct  of  nature, 
by  forming  matrimonial  connections?  What  painful  restraint — 
what  constant  effort  to  struggle  against  the  strongest  impulses  are 
habitually  practiced  elsewhere,  and  by  other  classes?  And  they 
must  be  practiced,  unless  greater  evils  would  be  encountered. 
On  the  one  side,  all  the  evils  of  vice,  with  the  miseries  to  which 
it  leads — on  the  other,  a  marriage  cursed  and  made  hateful  by 
want — the  sufferings  of  children,  and  agonizing  apprehensions 
concerning  their  future  fate.  Is  it  a  small  good  that  the  slave  is 
free  from  all  this?  He  knows  that  his  own  subsistance  is  secure, 
and  that  his  children  will  be  in  as  good  a  condition  as  himself. 
To  a  refined  and  intellectual  nature,  it  may  not  be  difficult  to 
practice  the  restraint  of  which  I  have  spoken.  But  the  reasoning 
from  such  to  the  great  mass  of  mankind,  is  most  fallacious.  To 
these,  the  supply  of  their  natural  and  physical  wants,  and  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  natural  domestic  aflections,  must,  for  the  most 
part,  afford  the  greatest  good  of  which  they  are  capable.  To  the 
evils  which  sometimes  attend  their  matrimonial  connections, 
arising  from  their  looser  morality,  slaves,  for  obvious  reasons,  are 
comparatively  insensible.  I  am  no  apologist  of  vice,  nor  would  I 
extenuate  the  conduct  of  the  profligate  and  unfeeling,  who  would 
violate  the  sanctity  of  even  these  engagements,  and  occasion  the 
pain  which  such  violations  no  doubt  do  often  inflict.  Yet  such  is 
the  truth,  and  we  can  not  make  it  otherwise.  We  know  that  a 
woman's  having  been  before  a  mother,  is  very  seldom  indeed  an 
objection  to  her  being  made  a  wife.  I  know  perfectly  well  how 
this  will  be  regarded  by  a  class  of  reasonersordeclaimers,  as  im- 
posing a  character  of  deeper  horror  on  the  whole  system;  but 
still,  I  will  say,  that  if  they  are  to  be  exposed  to  the  evil,  it  is 
mercy  that  the  sensibility  to  it  should  be  blunted.    Is  it  no  com 
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pensation  also  for  the  vices  inciteit  to  slavery,  that  they  are,  to 
a  great  degree,  secured  against  the  temptation  to  greater  crimes, 
aud  more  atrocious  vices,  and  the  miseries  which  attend  them  ; 
against  their  own  disposition  to  indolence,  and  the  profligacy 
which  is  its  common  result  ? 

But  if  they  are  subject  to  the  vices,  they  have  also  the  virtues 
of  slaves.  Fidelity — often  proof  against  all  temptation — even 
death  itself — an  eminently  cheerful  and  social  temper — what  the 
Bible  imposes  as  a  duty,  but  which  might  seem  an  equivocal 
virtue  in  the  code  of  modern  morality — submission  to  constituted 
authority,  and  a  disposition  to  be  attached  to,  as  well  as  to  respect 
those,  whom  they  are  taught  to  regard  as  superiors.  They  may 
have  all  the  knowledge  which  will  make  them  useful  in  the 
station  in  which  God  has  been  pleased  to  place  them,  and  may 
cultivate  the  virtues  which  will  render  them  acceptable  to  him. 
But  what  has  the  slave  of  any  country  to  do  with  heroic  virtues, 
liberal  knowledge,  or  elegant  accomplishments?  It  is  for  the 
master;  arising  out  of  his  situation — imposed  on  him  as  duty — 
dangerous  and  disgraceful  if  neglected — to  compensate  for  this, 
by  his  own  more  assidious  cultivation,  of  the  more  generous 
virtues,  and  liberal  attainments. 

It  has  been  supposed  one  of  the  great  evils  of  slavery,  that  it 
affords  the  slave  no  opportunity  of  raising  himself  to  a  higher 
rank  in  society,  and  that  he  has,  therefore,  no  inducement  to 
meritorious  exertion,  or  the  cultivation  of  his  faculties.  The 
indolence  and  carelessnes  of  the  slave,  and  the  less  productive 
quality  of  his  neighbor,  are  traced  to  the  want  of  such  excitement. 
The  first  compensation  for  this  disadvantage,  is  his  security.  If 
ho  can  rise  no  higher,  he  is  just  in  the  same  degree  secured 
against  the  chances  of  falling  lower.  It  has  been  sometimes 
made  a  question  whether  it  were  better  for  man  to  be  freed  from 
the  perturbations  of  hope  and  fear,  or  to  be  exposed  to  their  vicis- 
situdes. But  I  suppose  there  could  be  little  question  with  respect 
to  a  situation,  in  which  the  fears  must  greatly  predominate  over 
the  hopes.  And  such,  I  apprehend,  to  be  the  condition  of  the 
laboring  poor  in  countries  where  slavery  does  not  exist.  If  not 
exposed  to  present  suffering,  there  is  continual  apprehension  for 
the  future — for  themselves — for  their  children — of  sickness  and 
want,  if  not  of  actual  starvation.  They  expect  to  improve  their 
circumstances !    Would  any  person  of  ordinary  candor,  say  that 
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there  is  ooe  in  a  hundred  of  them,  who  does  not  well  know,  that 
with  all  the  exertion  he  can  make,  it  is  out  of  his  power  materi- 
ally to  improve  his  circumstances  ?  I  speak  not  so  mnch  of  menial 
servants,  who  are  generally  of  a  superior  class,  as  of  agricultural 
and  manufacturing  laborers.  They  labor  with  no  such  view.  It 
is  the  instinctive  struggle  to  preserve  existence,  and  when  the 
superior  efficiency  of  their  labor  over  that  of  our  slaves  is  pointed 
out,  as  being  animated  by  a  fi'ee  man's  hopes,  might  it  not  well 
be  replied — it  is  because  they  labor  under  a  sterner  compulsion. 
The  laws  interpose  no  obstacles  to  their  raising  their  condition  in 
society.  'Tis  a  great  boon — but  as  to  the  great  mass,  they  know 
that  they  never  will  be  able  to  raise  it — and  it  should  seem  not 
very  important  in  effect,  whether  it  be  the  interdict  of  law,  or  im- 
posed by  the  circumstances  of  the  society.  One  in  a  thousand  is 
successful.  But  does  his  success  compensate  for  the  sufferings  of 
the  many  who  are  tantalized,  baffled,  and  tortured  in  vain  attempts 
to  attain  a  like  result?  If  the  individual  be  conscious  of  intel- 
lectual power,  the  suffering  is  greater.  Even  where  success  is 
apparently  attained,  he  sometimes  gains  it  but  to  die — or  with  all 
capacity  to  enjoy  it  exhausted — worn  out  in  the  struggle  with 
fortune.  If  it  be  true  that  the  African  is  an  inferior  variety  of 
the  human  race,  of  less  elevated  character,  and  more  limited 
intellect,  is  it  not  desirable  that  the  inferior  laboring  class  should 
be  made  up  of  such,  who  will  conform  to  their  condition  without 
painful  aspirations  and  vain  struggles  ? 

The  slave  is  certainly  liable  to  be  sold.  But,  perhaps,  it  may 
be  questioned,  whether  this  is  a  greater  evil  than  the  liability  of 
the  laborer,  in  fully  peopled  countries,  to  be  dismissed  by  his 
employer,  with  the  uncertainty  of  being  able  to  obtain  employ- 
ment, or  the  means  of  subsistence  elsewhere.  With  us,  the 
employer  can  not  dismiss  his  laborer  without  providing  him  with 
another  employer.  His  means  of  subsistence  are  secure,  and 
this  is  a  compensation  for  much.  He  is  also  liable  to  be  sepa- 
rated from  wife  and  child — though  not  more  frequently,  that  I  am 
aware  of,  than  the  exigency  of  their  condition  compels  the  sepa- 
ration of  families  among  the  labering  poor  elsewhere — ^but  from 
native  character  and  temperament,  the  separation  is  much  less 
severely  felt.  And  it  is  one  of  the  compensations,  that  be  may 
sustain  these  relations,  without  suffering  a  still  severer  penalty 
for  the  indulgence. 
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.  The  love  of  liberty  is  a  noble  passion — to  have  the  free,  uncon- 
trolled disposition  of  ourselves,  our  words  and  actions.  But  alas ! 
it  is  one  in  which  we  know  that  a  large  portion  of  the  human  race 
can  never  be  gratified.  It  is  mockery,  to  say  that  the  laborer  any 
where  has  such  disposition  of  himself— though  there  may  be  an 
approach  to  it  in  some  peculiar,  and  those,  perhaps,  not  the  most 
desirable,  states  of  society.  But  unless  he  be  properly  disciplined 
and  prepared  for  its  enjoyment,  it  is  the  most  fatal  boon  that 
could  be  conferred — ^fatal  to  himself  and  others.  If  slaves  have 
less  freedom  of  action  than  other  laborers,  which  I  by  no  means 
admit,  they  are  saved  in  a  great  degree  from  the  responsibility  of 
self-government,  and  the  evils  springing  from  their  own  perverse 
wills.  Those  who  have  looked  most  closely  into  life,  and  know 
how  great  a  portion  of  human  misery  is  derived  from  these 
Bourceis — the  undecided  and  wavering  purpose — producing  inef- 
fectual exertion,  or  indolence  with  its  thousand  attendant  evils — 
the  wayward  conduct — intemperance  or  profligacy — will  most 
appreciate  this  benefit.  The  line  of  a  slave's  duty  i^  marked  out 
with  precision,  and  he  has  no  choice  but  to  follow  it.  He  is  saved 
the  double  difficulty,  first  of  determining  the  proper  course  for 
himself,  and  then  of  summoning  up  the  energy  which  will  sustain 
him  in  pursuing  it. 

If  some  superior  power  should  impose  on  the  laborious  poor  of 
any  other  country — this  as  their  unalterable  condition — ^you  shall 
be  saved  from  the  torturing  anxiety  concerning  your  own  friture 
support,  and  that  of  your  children,  which  now  pursues  you 
through  life,  and  haunts  you  in  death — ^you  shall  be  under  the 
necessity  of  regular  and  healthful,  though  not  excessive  labor — ^in 
return,  you  shall  have  the  ample  supply  of  your  natural  wants — 
you  may  follow  the  instinct  of  nature  in  becoming  parents,  with- 
out apprehending  that  this  supply  will  fail  yourselves  or  your 
children — ^you  shall  be  supported  and  relieved  in  sickness,  and  in 
old  age,  wear  out  the  remains  of  existence  among  familiar  scenes 
and  accustomed  associates,  without  being  driven  to  beg,  or  to 
resort  to  the  hard  and  miserable  charity  of  a  work-house — ^you 
shall  of  necessity  be  temperate,  and  shall  have  neither  the  tempt- 
ation nor  opportunity  to  commit  great  crimes,  or  practice  the 
more  destructive  vices — how  inappreciable  would  the  boon  be 
thought  I  And  is  not  this  a  very  near  approacli  to  the  condition 
of  our  slaves  f    The  evils  of  their  situation  they  but  lightly  feel, 
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and  would  hardly  feel  at  all,  if  they  were  not  seduously  instructed 
into  sensibility.  Certain  it  is,  that  if  their  fate  were  at  the  abso- 
lute disposal  of  a  council  of  the  most  enlightened  philanthropists 
in  Christendom,  with  unlimited  resources,  they  could  place  them 
in  no  situation  so  favorable  to  themselves,  as  that  which  they  at 
present  occupy.  But  whatever  good  there  may  be,  or  whatever 
mitigation  of  evil,  it  is  worse  than  valueless,  because  it  is  the 
result  of  slavery. 

I  am  aware,  that  however  often  answered,  it  is  likely  to  be 
repeated  again  and  again — how  can  that  institution  be  tolerable, 
by  which  a  large  class  of  society  is  cut  off  from  the  hope  of 
improvement  in  knowledge ;  to  whom  blows  are  not  degrading ; 
theft  no  more  than  a  fault ;  falsehood  and  the  want  of  chastity 
almost  venial,  and  in  which  a  husband  or  parent  looks  with  com- 
parative indifference,  on  that  which,  to  a  freeman,  would  be  the 
dishonor  of  a  wife  or  child  ? 
\  But  why  not,  if  it  produces  the  greatest  aggregate  of  good  ? 
\  Sin  and  ignorance  are  only  evils,  because  they  lead  to  misery.  It 
is  not  our  institution,  but  the  institution  of  nature,  that  in  the 
progress  of  society  a  portion  of  it  should  be  exposed  to  want,  and 
the  misery  which  it  brings,  and  therefore  involved  in  ignorance, 
vice,  and  depravity.  In  anticipating  some  of  the  good,  we  also 
anticipate  a  portion  of  the  evil  of  civilization.  But  wo  have  it  in 
a  mitigated  form.  The  want  and  the  misery  are  unknown  ;  the 
ignorance  is  less  a  misfortune,  because  the  being  is  not  the  guard- 
ian of  himself,  and  partly  on  account  of  that  involuntary  ignor- 
ance, the  vice  is  less  vice — ^less  hurtftd  to  man,  and  less  displeas- 
ing to  God. 

There  is  something  in  this  word  slavery  which  seems  to  partake 
of  the  qualities  of  the  insane  root,  and  distempers  the  minds  of 
men.  That  which  would  be  true  in  relation  to  one  predicament, 
they  misapply  to  another,  to  which  it  has  no  application  at  all. 
Some  of  the  virtues  of  a  freeman  would  be  the  vices  of  slaves. 
To  submit  to  a  blow,  would  be  degrading  to  a  freeman,  because 
he  is  the  protector  of  himself.  It  is  not  degrading  to  a  slave — 
neither  is  it  to  a  priest  or  woman.  And  is  it  a  misfortune  that  it 
should  be  so  ?  The  freeman  of  other  countries  is  compelled  to 
submit  to  indignities  hardly  more  endurable  than  blows — ^indig- 
nities to  make  the  sensitive  feelings  shrink,  and  the  proud  heart 
swell ;  and  this  very  name  of  freeman  gives  them  double  rancor. 
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If  when  a  man  is  born  in  Enrope,  it  were  certainly  foreseen  that 
he  was  destined  to  a  life  of  painftd  labor — ^to  obscurity,  contempt, 
and  privation — would  it  not  be  mercy  that  he  should  be  reared  in 
ignorance  and  apathy,  and  trained  to  the  endurance  of  the  evils 
he  must  encounter  ?  It  is  not  certainly  foreseen  as  to  any  indi- 
vidual, but  it  is  foreseen  as  to  the  great  mass  of  those  bom  of  the 
laboring  poor ;  and  it  is  for  the  mass,  not  for  the  exception,  that 
the  institutions  of  society  are  to  provide.  Is  it  not  better  that  the 
character  and  intellect  of  the  individual  should  be  suited  to  the 
station  which  he  is  to  occupy  ?  Would  you  do  a  benefit  to  the 
horse  or  the  ox,  by  giving  him  a  cultivated  understanding  or  fine 
feelings  ?  So  far  as  the  mere  laborer  has  the  pride,  the  knowledge, 
or  the  aspirations  of  a  freeman,  he  is  unfitted  for  his  sitaation, 
and  must  doubly  feel  its  infelicity.  If  there  are  sordid,  servile, 
and  laborious  oflSces  to  be  performed,  is  it  not  better  that  there 
should  be  sordid,  servile,  and  laborious  beings  to  perform  them  ? 
K  there  were  infallible  marks  by  which  individuals  of  inferior 
intellect,  and  inferior  character,  could  be  selected  at  their  birth — 
would  not  the  interests  of  society  be  served,  and  would  not  some 
sort  of  fitness  seem  to  require,  that  they  should  be  selected  for 
the  inferior  and  servile  offices  ?  And  if  this  race  be  generally 
marked  by  such  inferiority,  is  it  not  fit  that  they  should  fill  them  ? 
I  am  well  aware  that  those  whose  aspirations  are  after  a  state 
of  society  from  which  evil  shall  be  banished,  and  who  look  in  life 
for  that  which  life  will  never  afibrd,  contemplate  that  all  the 
offices  of  life  may  be  performed  without  contempt  or  degradation 
— ^all  be  regarded  as  equally  liberal,  or  equally  respected.*  But 
theorists  cannot  control  nature  and  bend  her  to  their  views,  and 
the  inequality  of  which  I  have  before  spoken  is  deeply  founded 
in  nature.  The  offices  which  employ  knowledge  and  intellect, 
will  always  be  regarded  as  more  liberal  than  those  which  require 
the  labor  of  the  hands.  When  there  is  competition  for  employ- 
ment, he  who  gives  it  bestows  a  favor,  and  it  will  be  so  received. 
He  will  assume  superiority  from  the  power  of  dismissing  his 
laborers,  and  from  fear  of  this,  the  latter  will  practice  deference, 
often  amounting  to  servility.  Such  in  time  will  become  the  estab- 
lished relation  between  the  employer  and  the  employed,  the  rich 
and  the  poor.     If  want  be  accompanied  with  sordidness  and 

*  Fonrierites,  Sodalists. 
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squalor,  though  it  be  pitied,  the  pity  will  be  mixed  with  some 
degree  of  contempt.  K  it  lead  to  misery,  and  misery  to  vice, 
there  will  be  disgust  and  aversion. 

What  is  the  essential  character  of  slavery^  and  in  what  does  it 
differ  from  the  servitude  of  other  countries  ?  If  I  should  venture 
on  a  definition,  I  should  say  that  where  a  man  is  compelled  to 
labor  at  the  will  of  another,  and  to  give  him  much  the  greater 
portion  of  the  product  of  his  labor,  there  slavery  exists ;  and  it 
is  immaterial  by  what  sort  of  compulsion  the  will  of  the  laborer 
is  subdued.  It  is  what  no  human  being  would  do  without  some 
sort  of  compulsion.  He  can  not  be  compelled  to  labor  by  blows.* 
No — but  what  difference  does  it  make,  if  you  can  inflict  any  other 
sort  of  torture  which  will  be  equally  effectual  in  subduing  the 
will  ?  if  you  can  starve  him,  or  alarm  him  for  the  subsistence  of 
himself  or  his  family?!  And  is  it  not  under  this  compulsion  that 
the  freeman  labors  ?  I  do  not  mean  in  every  particular  case,  but 
in  the  general.  Will  any  one  be  hardy  enough  to  say  that  he  is 
at  his  own  disposal,  or  has  the  government  of  himself?  True,  he 
may  change  his  employer  if  he  is  dissatisfied  with  his  conduct 
toward  him ;  but  this  is  a  privilege  he  would  in  the  majority  of 
cases  gladly  abandon,  and  render  the  connection  between  them 
indissoluble.  There  is  far  less  of  the  interest  and  attachment  in 
his  relation  to  his  employer,  which  so  often  exists  between  the 
master  and  the  slave,  and  mitigates  the  condition  of  the  latter. 
An  intelligent  English  traveler  has  characterized  as  the  most 
miserable  and  degraded  of  all  beings,  ^'a  masterless  slave."  And 
is  not  the  condition  of  the  laboring  poor  of  other  countries  too 
often  that  of  masterless  slaves  I  Take  the  following  description 
of  a  free  laborer,  no  doubt  highly  colored,  quoted  by  the  Author 
to  whom  I  have  before  referred. 

'^  What  is  that  defective  being,  with  calfless  legs  and  stooping 
shoulders,  weak  in  body  and  mind,  inert,  pusillanimous  and 
stupid,  whose  premature  wrinkles  and  furtive  glance,  tell  of  mis- 
ery and  degradation  ?  That  is  an  English  peasant  or  pauper,  for 
the  words  are  synonymous.  His  sire  was  a  pauper,  and  his 
mother^s  milk  wanted  nourishment.  From  in&ncy  his  food  has 
been  bad,  as  well  as  insufiScieut;  and  he  now  feels  the  pains  of 

*  The  Lrisli  levee  and  rail-road  laboreiB  are  driven  by  blowB. 
t  English  papers  propose  ihia  for  the  West  India  negroes. 
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uoBatiBfied  hanger  neaxly  whenever  he  is  awake.  But  half 
clothed,  and  never  supplied  with  more  warmth  than  suffices  to 
cook  his  scanty  meals,  cold  and  wet  come  to  him,  and  stay  by 
him  with  the  weather.  He  is  married,  of  course  ;  for  to  this  he 
would  have  been  driven  by  the  poor  laws,  even  if  he  had  been, 
as  he  never  was,  sufficiently  comfortable  and  prudent  to  dread  the 
burden  of  a  family.  But  though  instinct  and  the  overseer  have 
given  him  a  wife,  he  has  not  tasted  the  highest  joys  of  husband 
and  &ther.  His  partner  and  his  little  ones  being  like  himself, 
often  hungry,  seldom  warm,  sometimes  sick  without  aid,  and 
always  sorrowful  without  hope,  are  greedy,  selfish,  and  vexing ; 
80,  to  use  his  own  expression,  he  hates  the  sight  of  them,  and 
resorts  to  his  hovel,  only  because  a  hedge  affords  less  shelter  from 
the  wind  and  rain.  Compelled  by  pariah  law  to  support  his 
&mily,  which  means  to  join  them  in  consuming  an  allowance 
from  the  parish,  he  frequently  conspires  with  his  wife  to  get  that 
allowance  increased,  or  prevent  its  beisg  diminished.  This 
brings  beggary,  trickery,  and  quarrelling,  and  ends  in  settled 
craft.  Though  he  have  the  inclination,  he  wants  the  courage  to 
become,  like  more  energetic  men  of  his  class,  a  poacher  or 
smuggler  on  a  large  scale,  but  he  pilfers  occasionally,  and 
teaches  his  children  to  lie  and  steal.  His  subdued  and  slavish 
manner  toward  his  great  neighbors,  shows  that  they  treat  him 
with  suspicion  and  harshness.  Consequently,  he  at  once  dreads 
and  hates  them  ;  but  he  will  never  harm  them  by  violent  means. 
Too  degraded  to  bo  desperate,  he  is  only  thoroughly  depraved. 
His  miserable  career  will  be  short ;  rheumatism  and  asthma  are 
conducting  him  to  the  work-house ;  where  he  will  breathe  his  last 
without  one  pleasant  recollection,  and  so  make  room  for  another 
wretch,  who  may  live  and  die  in  the  same  way."  And  this 
description,  or  some  other  not  much  less  revolting,  is  applied  to 
"  the  bulk  of  the  people,  the  great  body  of  the  people."  Take  the 
following  description  of  the  condition  of  childhood,  which  has 
justly  been  called  eloquent.* 

''  The  children  of  the  very  poor  have  no  young  times ;  it  makes 
the  very  heart  bleed,  to  overhear  the  casual  street  talk  between  a 
poor  woman  abd  her  little  girl,  a  woman  of  the  better  sort  of 
poor,  in  a  condition  rather  above  the  squalid  beings  we  have  been 

*  Essays  of  Elia. 
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contemplating.  It  is  not  of  toys,  of  nursery  books,  of  snmmer 
holidays,  (fitting  that  age,)  of  the  promised  sight  or  play ;  of 
praised  suflBciency  at  school.  It  is  of  mangling  and  clear  starch- 
ing ;  of  price  of  coals,  or  of  potatoes.  The  questions  of  the 
child,  that  should  be  the  very  outpourings  of  curiosity  in  idleness, 
are  mai*ked  with  forecast  and  melancholy  providence.  It  has 
come  to  be  a  woman,  before  it  was  a  child.  It  has  learnt  to  go 
to  market ;  it  chaffers,  it  haggles,  it  envies,  it  mui*mur8 ;  it  is 
knowing,  acute,  sharpened ;  it  never  prattles."  Imagine  such  a 
description  applied  to  the  children  of  negro  slaves,  the  most 
vacant  of  human  beings,  whose  life  is  a  holiday. 

And  this  people,  to  whom  these  horrors  are  familiar,  are  those 
who  fill  the  world  with  clamor,  concerning  the  injustice  and 
cruelty  of  slavery.  I  speak  in  no  invidious  spirit.  Keither  the 
laws  nor  the  government  of  England  are  to  be  reproached  with 
the  evils  which  are  inseparable  from  the  state  of  their  society — 
as  little,  undoubtedly,  %re  we  to  be  reproached  with  the  existence 
of  our  slavery.  Including  the  whole  of  the  United  States — and 
for  reasons  already  given,  the  whole  ought  to  be  included,  as 
receiving  in  no  unequal  degi'ee  the  benefit — may  we  not  say 
justly  that  we  have  less  slavery,  and  more  mitigated  slavery, 
than  any  other  country  in  the  civilized  world  ? 

That  they  are  called  free,  undoubtedly  aggravates  the  sufferings 
of  the  slaves  of  other  regions.  They  see  the  enormous  inequality 
which  exists,  and  feel  their  own  misery,  and  can  hardly  conceive 
otherwise,  than  that  there  is  some  injustice  in  the  institutions  of 
society  to  occasion  these.  They  regard  the  apparently  more  for- 
tunate class  as  oppressors,  and  it  adds  bitterness  that  they  should 
be  of  the  same  name  and  race.  They  feel  indignity  more  acutely, 
and  more  of  discontent  and  evil  passion  is  excited  ;  they  feel  that 
it  is  mockery  that  calls  them  free.  Men  do  not  so  much  hate  and 
envy  those  who  are  separated  from  them  by  a  wide  distance,  and 
some  apparently  impassable  barrier,  as  those  who  approach 
nearer  to  their  own  condition,  and  with  whom  they  habitnally 
bring  themselves  into  comparison.  The  slave  with  us  is  not 
tantalized  with  the  name  of  freedom,  to  which  his  whole  condition 
gives  the  lie,  and  would  do  so  if  he  were  emancipated  to- 
morrow. The  African  slave  sees  that  nature  herself  has  marked 
him  as  a  separate — and  if  left  to  himself,  I  have  no  doubt  be 
would  feel  it  to  be  an  inferior — ^race,  and  interposed  a  barrier 
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ihnofit  insnperable  to  his  becoming  a  member  of  the  same 
loeiety,  standing  on  the  same  footing  of  right  and  privilege  with 
lis  master. 

That  the  African  negro  is  an  inferior  yariety  of  the  hnman  race, 
ia,  I  think,  now  generally  admitted,  and  his  distinguishing  char- 
icteristics  are  such  as  peculiarly  mark  him  out  for  the  situation 
irfaich  he  occupies  among  us.  And  these  are  no  less  marked  in 
tiheir  original  country,  than  as  we  have  daily  occasion  to  observe 
Ihem.  The  most  remarkable  is  their  indifference  to  personal  lib- 
3rty.  In  this  they  have  followed  their  instincts  since  we  have  any 
biowledge  of  their  continent,  by  enslaving  each  other ;  but  con- 
inry  to  the  experience  of  every  race,  the  possession  of  slaves  has  no 
material  effect  in  raising  the  character,  and  promoting  the  civili- 
sation of  the  master.  Another  trait  is  the  want  of  domestic  affec- 
dons,  and  insensibility  to  the  ties  of  kindred.  In  the  travels  of  the 
Landers,  after  speaking  of  a  single  exception,  in  the  person  of  a 
RToman  who  betrayed  some  transient  emotion  in  passing  by  the 
x>antry  from  which  she  had  been  torn  as  a  slave,  the  authors  add : 
^  that  Africans,  generally  speaking,  betray  the  most  perfect  in- 
iifference  on  losing  their  liberty,  and  being  deprived  of  their 
*elatives,  while  love  of  country  is  equally  a  stranger  to  their 
)reasts,  as  social  tenderness  or  domestic  affection."  '^  Marriage 
8  celebrated  by  the  natives  as  unconcernedly  as  possible ;  a  man 
liinks  as  little  of  taking  a  wife,  as  of  cutting  an  ear  of  corn — 
iffection  is  altogether  out  of  the  question."  Thoy  are,  however, 
rerj  submissive  to  authority,  and  seem  to  entertain  great  rever- 
ence for  chiefs,  priests,  and  masters.  No  greater  indignity  can 
)e  offered  an  individual,  than  to  throw  opprobrium  on  his  parents. 
])n  this  point  of  their  character  I  think  I  have  remarked,  that, 
x>ntrary  to  the  instinct  of  nature  in  other  races,  they  entertain 
ess  regard  for  children  than  for  parents,  to  whose  authority  they 
lave  been  accustomed  to  submit.  Their  character  is  thus  summed 
ip  by  the  travellers  quoted :  "  The  few  opportunities  we  have  had 
yf  studying  their  characters,  induce  us  to  believe  that  they  are  a 
limple,  honest,  inoffensive,  but  weak,  timid,  and  cowardly  race. 
Fhey  seem  to  have  no  social  tenderness,  very  few  of  those  amiable 
irivate  virtues  which  could  win  our  affections,  and  none  of  those 
mblic  qualities  that  claim  respect  or  command  admiration.  The 
ove  of  country  is  not  strong  enough  in  their  bosoms  to  incite  them 

o  defend  it  against  a  despicable  foe ;  and  of  the  active  energy, 
3d 
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noble  sentiments,  and  contempt  of  danger  which  distingnishes 
the  North  American  tribes  and  other  savages,  no  traces  are  to  be 
found  among  this  slothftil  people.  Kegardless  of  the  past,  as 
reckless  of  the  future,  the  present  alone,  influences  their  actions. 
In  this  respect,  they  approach  nearer  to  the  nature  of  the  brute 
creation,  than  perhaps  any  other  people  on  the  face  of  the  globe." 
Let  me  ask  if  this  people  do  not  furnish  the  very  material  out  of 
which  slaves  ought  to  be  made,  and  whether  it  be  not  an  improv* 
ing  of  their  condition  to  make  them  the  slaves  of  civilized  mas- 
ters ?  There  is  a  variety  in  the  character  of  the  tribes.  Some 
are  brutally  and  savagely  ferocious  and  bloody,  whom  it  would 
be  mercy  to  enslave.  From  the  travelers'  account,  it  seems 
not  unlikely  that  the  negro  race  is  tending  to  extermination, 
being  daily  encroached  on  and  overrun  by  the  superior  Arab 
race.  It  may  be,  that  when  they  shall  have  been  lost  from 
their  native  seats,  they  may  be  found  numerous,  and  in  no 
unhappy  condition,  on  the  continent  to  which  they  have  been 
transplanted. 

The  opinion  which  connects  form  and  features  with  character 
and  intellectual  power,  is  one  so  deeply  impressed  on  the  human 
mind,  that  perhaps  there  is  scarcely  any  man  who  does  not  almost 
daily  act  upon  it,  and  in  some  measure  verify  its  truth.  Yet  in 
spite  of  this  intimation  of  nature,  and  though  the  anatomist  and 
physiologist  may  tell  them  that  the  races  difier  in  every  bone  and 
muscle,  and  in  the  proportion  of  brain  and  nerves,  yet  there  are 
some  who,  with  a  most  bigoted  and  fanatical  determination  to  free 
themselves  from  what  they  have  prejudged  to  be  prejudice,  will 
still  maintain  that  this  physiognomy,  evidently  tending  to  that  of 
the  brute,  when  compared  to  that  of  the  Caucasian  race,  may  be 
enlightened  by  as  much  thought,  and  animated  by  as  lofty  senti- 
ment. We  who  have  the  best  opportunity  of  judging,  are  pro- 
nounced to  be  incompetent  to  do  so,  and  to  be  blinded  by  our 
interest  and  prejudices — often  by  those  who  have  no  opportunity 
at  all — and  we  are  to  be  taught  to  distrust  or  disbelieve  that  which 
we  daily  observe,  and  familiarly  know,  on  such  authority.  Our 
prejudices  are  spoken  of.  But  the  truth  is,  that,  until  very  lately, 
since  circumstances  have  compelled  us  to  think  for  ourselves,  we 
took  our  opinions  on  this  subject,  as  on  every  other,  ready  formed 
from  the  country  of  our  origin.  And  so  deeply  rooted  were  they,  — 
that  we  adhered  to  them,  as  most  men  will  do  to  deeply  rooted — ^ 
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opinions,  even  against  the  evidence  of  our  own  observation,  and 
our  own  senses.  K  the  inferiority  exists,  it  is  attributed  to  the 
apathy  and  degradation  produced  by  slavery.  Though  of  the 
hundreds  of  thousand  scattered  over  other  countries,  where  the 
laws  impose  no  disability  upon  them,  none  has  given  evidence  of 
an  approach  to  even  mediocrity  of  intellectual  excellence ;  this, 
too,  is  attributed  to  the  slavery  of  a  portion  of  their  race.  They 
are  regarded  as  a  servile  caste,  and  degraded  by  opinion,  and 
thus  every  generous  effort  is  repressed.  Yet  though  this  should 
be  the  general  effect,  this  very  estimation  is  calculated  to  produce 
the  contrary  effect  in  particular  instances.  It  is  observed  by  Ba- 
con, with  respect  to  deformed  persons  and  eunuchs,  that  though  in 
general  there  is  something  of  perversity  in  the  character,  the  dis- 
advantage ofben  leads  to  extraordinary  displays  of  virtue  and  ex- 
cellence. "  Whoever  hath  any  thing  fixed  in  his  person  that  doth 
induce  contempt,  hath  also  a  perpetual  spur  in  himself,  to  rescue 
and  deliver  himself  from  scorn."  So  it  would  be  with  them,  if 
they  were  capable  of  European  aspirations — genius,  if  they  pos- 
sessed it,  would  be  doubly  fired  with  noble  rage  to  rescue  itself 
from  this  scorn.  Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  there  may 
not  be  found  among  them  some  of  superior  capacity  to  many  white 
persons ;  but  that  great  intellectual  powers  are,  perhaps,  never 
found  among  them,  and  that  in  general  their  capacity  is  very 
limited,  and  their  feelings  animal  and  coarse — fitting  them  pe- 
culiarly to  discharge  the  lower,  and  merely  mechanical  oflSces  of 
society. 

And  why  should  it  not  be  so?  We  have  among  domestic  ani- 
mals infinite  varieties,  distinguished  by  various  degrees  of  sagac- 
ity, courage,  strength,  swiftness,  and  other  qualities.  And  it  may 
be  observed,  that  this  is  no  objection  to  their  being  derived  from  a 
common  origin,  which  we  suppose  them  to  have  had.  Yet  these 
accidental  qualities,  as  they  may  be  termed,  however  acquired  in 
the  first  instance,  we  know  that  they  transmit  unimpaired  to  their 
posterity  for  an  indefinite  succession  of  generations.  It  is  most 
important  that  these  varieties  should  bo  preserved,  and  that  each 
should  be  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  best  adapted. 
!No  philo-zoost,  I  believe,  has  suggested  it  as  desirable  that  these 
i^arieties  should  be  melted  down  into  one  equal,  undistinguished 
xace  of  curs  or  road  horses. 

Slavery,  as  it  is  said  in  an  eloquent  article  published  in  a 
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Southern  periodical  work,*  to  which  I  am  indebted  for  other 
ideas,  ^^has  dene  more  to  elevate  a  degraded  race  in  the  scale  of 
humanity ;  to  tame  the  savage ;  to  civilize  the  barbarous ;  to  soflen 
the  ferocious ;  to  enlighten  the  ignorant,  and  to  spread  the  bless- 
ings of  Christianity  among  the  heathen,  than  all  the  missionaries 
that  philanthropy  and  religion  have  ever  sent  forth. "f     Yet  un- 
questionable as  this  is,  and  though  human  ingenuity  and  thought 
may  be  tasked  in  vain  to  devise  any  other  means  by  which  these 
blessings  could  have  been  conferred,  yet  a  sort  of  sensibility  which 
would  be  only  mawkish  and  contemptible,  if  it  were  not  mis- 
chievous, affects  still  to  weep  over  the  wrongs  of  "injured  Af- 
rica."   Can  there  be  a  doubt  of  the  immense  benefit  which  has 
been  conferred  on  the  race,  by  transplanting  them  from  their 
native,  dark,  and  barbarous  regions,  to  the  American  continent 
and  islands?    There,  three-fourths  of  the  race  are  in  a  state  of 
the  most  deplorable  personal  slavery.     And  those  who  are  not, 
are  in  a  scarcely  less  deplorable  condition  of  political  slavery,  to 
barbarous  chiefs — who  value  neither  life  nor  any  other  human 
right,  or  enthralled  by  priests  to  the  most  abject  and  atrocious 
superstitions.     Take  the  following  testimony  of  one  of  the  few 
disinterested  observers,  who  has  had  an  opportunity  of  observing 
them  in  both  situations.^     "  The  wild  savage  is  the  child  of  pas- 
sion, unaided  by  one  ray  of  religion  or  morality  to  direct  his 
course,  in  consequence  of  which  his  existence  is   stained  widi 
every  crime  that  can  debase  human  nature  to  a  level  with  the 
brute  creation.     Who  can  say  that  the  slaves  in  our  colonies  are 
such?      Are  they  not,  by  comparison  with  their  still  savage 
brethren,  enlightened  beings  ?     Is  not  the  West  Indian  negro, 
therefore,  greatly  indebted  to  his  master  for  making  him  what  he 
is — ^for  having  raised  him  from  the  state  of  debasement  in  which 
he  was  born,  and  placed  him  in  a  scale  of  civilized  society!    How 
can  he  repay  him  ?    He  is  possessed  of  nothing — ^the  only  return 
in  his  power  is  his  servitude.    The  man  who  has  seen  the  wild 
African,  roaming  in  his  native  woods,  and  the  well  fed,  happy 


*  BoMjQvem  Literary  Messenger^  for  January,  1835.    Note  to  Bladubnu^a  Om- 

meniaries, 

f  See  Missionary  reports,  statistics ;  also,  Prof.  Christy's  Ethiopia. — Editor, 
X  Journal  of  an  officer  employed  in  the  expedition,  under  the  command  of 

Captain  Owen,  on  the  Western  coast  of  Africa^  1822. 
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looking  negro  of  the  West  Indies,  may,  perhaps,  be  able  to  jadge 
of  their  comparative  happiness ;  the  former,  I  strongly  suspect, 
would  be  glad  to  change  his  state  of  boasted  freedom,  starvation, 
and  disease,  to  become  the  slave  of  sinners,  and  the  commisera- 
tion of  saints."*  It  was  a  usefiil  and  beneficent  work,  approach- 
ing the  heroic,  to  tame  the  wild  horse,  and  subdue  him  to  the  use 
of  man  ;  how  much  more  to  tame  the  nobler  animal  that  is  capa- 
ble of  reason,  and  subdue  him  to  useMness? 

We  believe  that  the  tendency  of  slavery  is  to  elevate  the  charac- 
ter of  the  master.  No  doubt  the  character — especially  of  youth — 
has  sometimes  received  a  taint  and  premature  knowledge  of  vice, 
fix>m  the  contact  and  association  with  ignorant  and  servile  beiogs 
of  gross  manners  and  morals.  Yet  still  we  believe  that  the  entire 
tendency  is  to  inspire  disgust  and  aversion  toward  their  peculiar 
vices.  It  was  not  without  a  knowledge  of  nature,  that  the  Spar- 
tans Exhibited  the  vices  of  slaves  by  way  of  negative  example  to 
their  children.  We  flatter  oureelves  that  the  view  of  this  degra- 
dation, mitigated  as  it  is,  has  the  effect  of  making  probity  more 
strict,  the  pride  of  character  more  high,  the  sense  of  honor  more 
strong,  than  is  commonly  found  where  this  institution  does  not 
exist.  Whatever  may  be  the  prevailing  faults  or  vices  of  the 
masters  of  slaves,  they  have  not  commonly  been  understood  to  be 
those  of  dishonesty,  cowardice,  meanness,  or  falsehood.  And  so 
most  unquestionably  it  ought  to  be.  Our  institutions  would  in- 
deed be  intolerable  in  the  sight  of  Ood  and  man,  if,  condemning 
one  portion  of  society  to  hopeless  ignorance  and  comparative 
degradation,  they  should  make  no  atonement  by  elevating  the 
other  class  by  higher  viL-tues,  and  more  liberal  attainments — if, 
besides  degraded  slaves,  there  should  be  ignorant,  ignoble,  and 
degraded  freemen.  There  is  a  broad  and  well  marked  line,  be- 
yond which  no  slavish  vice  should  bo  regarded  with  the  least  tol- 
eration or  allowance.  One  class  is  cut  off  from  all  interest  in  the 
State — that  abstraction  so  potent  to  the  feelings  of  a  generous 
nature.  The  other  must  make  compensation  by  increased  assi- 
duity and  devotion  to  its  honor  and  welfare.  The  love  of  wealth 
— BO  laudable  when  kept  within  proper  limits,  so  base  and  mis- 
chievous when  it  exceeds  them — so  infectious  in  its  example — an 


*  The  slaves  of  the  "Wanderer"  were  returned  to  Africa  against  their 
wills. — JEdUor. 
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infection  to  which  I  fear  we  have  been  too  much  exposed — Bhonid 
be  pursued  by  no  arts  in  any  degree  equivocal,  or  at  any  risk  of 
injustice  to  others.  So  surely  as  there  is  a  just  and  wise  govemc 
of  the  universe,  who  punishes  the  sins  of  nations  and  communi- 
ties, as  wfeU  as  of  individuals,  so  surely  shall  we  suffer  punish- 
ment, if  we  are  indifferent  to  that  moral  and  intellectual  cultiva- 
tion of  which  the  means  are  furnished  to  us,  and  to  which  we  are 
called  and  incited  by  our  situation. 

I  would  to  heaven  I  could  express,  as  I  feel,  the  conviction  how 
necessary  this  cultivation  is,  not  only  to  our  prospeiity  and  con- 
sideration, but  to  our  safety  and  very  existence.  We,  the  slave- 
holding  States,  are  in  a  hopeless  minority  in  our  own  confedera- 
ted Kepublic — to  say  nothing  of  the  great  confederacy  of  civilized 
States.  It  is  admitted,  I  believe,  not  only  by  slaveholders,  but 
by  others,  that  we  have  sent  to  our  common  councils  more  than 
our  due  share  of  talent,  high  character  and  eloquence.*  Yet  in 
spite  of  all  these  most  strenuously  exerted,  measures  have  been 
sometimes  adopted  which  we  believed  to  be  dangerous  and  inju- 
rious to  us,  and  threatening  to  be  fatal.  What  would  be  our  situ- 
ation, if,  instead  of  these,  we  were  only  represented  by  ignorant 
and  groveling  men,  incapable  of  raising  their  views  beyond  a 
job  or  petty  oflBce,  and  incapable  of  commanding  bearing  or  con- 
sideration f  May  I  be  permitted  to  advert — ^by  no  means  invidi-  V 
ously — to  the  late  contest  carried  on  by  South  Carolina  against 
Federal  authority,  and  so  happily  terminated  by  the  moderation 
which  prevailed  in  our  public  counsels.     I  have  often  reflected, 

*  In  relation  to  the  Missouri  Controversy,  J.  Q.  Adam^taid  : — Editor. 

''There  is  now  every  appearance  that  the  slave  question  will- be  carried  by 
the  superior  ability  of  the  slavery  party.  For  this  much  is  certain,  that  if  io- 
stitutions  are  to  be  judged  by  their  results  in  the  composition  of  the  councils  of 
the  Union,  the  slaveholders  are  much  more  ably  represented  than  the  simple 
freemen." — Life  of  J,  Q.  Adams,  by  Josiah  Quincy,  p.  98." 

"Never,  since  human  sentiment  and  human  conduct  were  .influenced  by 
human  speech,  w^as  there  a  theme  for  eloquence  like  the  free  side  of  this  ques- 
tion, now  before  the  Congress  of  the  Union.    By  what  fatality  does  it  happeA 
that  all  the  most  eloquent  orators  are  on  its  slavish  side?*' — Ibid.p,  103. 

*^  In  the  progress  of  this  affair  the  distinctive  character  of  the  inhabitants  oC 
the  several  great  divisions  of  this  Union  has  been  shown  more  in  relief  iih^'B^ 
perhaps  in  any  national  transaction  since  the  establishment  of  the  Constitutic^A' 
It  is,  perhaps,  accidental  that  the  combination  of  talent  and  influence  has 
the  greatest  on  the  slave  side." — Ibid,  p,  118. 
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wliat  one  circumstance,  more  than  any  other,  conti'ibuted  to  the 
snccessful  issue  of  a  contest,  apparently  so  hopeless,  in  which  one 
weak  and  divided  State  was  arrayed  against  the  whole  force  of 
the  confederacy — unsustained,  and  nncountenanced,  even  by  those 
who  had  a  common  interest  with  her.  It  seemed  to  me  to  be, 
that  we  had  for  leaders  an  unusual  number  of  men  of  great  intel- 
lectual power,  co-operating  cordially  and  in  good  faith,  and  com- 
manding respect  and  confidence  at  home  and  abroad,  by  elevated 
and  honorable  character.  It  was  from  these  that  we — the  follow- 
ers at  home — caught  hope  and  confidence  in  the  gloomiest  aspect 
of  our  afl&irs.  These,  by  their  eloquence  and  the  largeness  of 
their  views,  at  least  shook  the  faith  of  the  dominant  majority  in 
the  wisdom  and  justice  of  their  measures — or  the  practicability  of 
carrying  them  into  successful  effect ;  and  by  their  bearing  and 
well  known  character,  satisfied  them  that  South  Carolina  would 
do  all  that  she  had  pledged  herself  to  do.  Without  these,  how 
different  might  have  been  the  result  ?  And  who  shall  say  what 
at  this  day  would  have  been  the  aspect  of  the  now  flourishing 
fields  and  cities  of  South  Carolina  ?  Or  rather,  without  these,  it 
is  probable  the  contest  would  never  have  been  begun ;  but  that, 
wijthout  even  the  animation  of  a  struggle,  we  should  have  sunk 
silently  into  a  hopeless  and  degrading  subjection.  While  I  have 
memory — in  the  extremity  of  age — ^in  sickness — under  all  the  re- 
verses and  calamities  of  life — ^I  shall  have  one  source  of  pride  and 
consolation — that  of  having  been  associated — ^according  to  my 
humbler  position — with  the  noble  spirits  who  stood  prepared  to 
devote  themselves  for  Liberty — the  Constitution  —  the  Union. 
May  such  character  and  such  talent  never  be  wanting  to  South 
Carolina. 

I  am  sure  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  say  to  an  assembly  like  this, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  master  to  his  slave  should  be  distinguished 
by  the  utmost  humanity.  That  we  should  indeed  regard  them  as 
wards  and  dependents  on  our  kindness,  for  whose  well-being  in 
every  way  we  lire  deeply  responsible.  This  is  no  less  the  dictate 
of  wisdom  and  just  policy^  than  of  right  feeling.  It  is  wise  with 
respect  to  the  services  to  be  expected  from  them.  I  have  never 
heard  of  an  owner  whose  conduct  in  their  management  was  dis- 
tinguished by  undue  severity,  whose  slaves  were  not  in  a  great 
degree  worthless  to  him.  A  cheerftil  and  kindly  demeanor,  with 
the  expression  of  interest  in  themselves  and  their  affairs,  is, 
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perhaps,  calculated  to  have  a  better  effect  on  them,  than  what  might 
be  esteemed  more  substantial  favors  and  indulgences.  Through- 
out nature,  attachment  is  the  reward  of  atttachment.  It  is  wise, 
too,  in  relation  to  the  civilized  world  around  us,  to  avoid 
giving  occasion  to  the  odium  which  is  so  industriously  ex- 
cited against  ourselves  and  our  institutions.  For  this  reason* 
public  opinion  should,  if  possible,  bear  even  more  strongly 
and  indignantly  than  it  does  at  present,  on  masters  who  prac- 
tice any  wanton  cruelty  on  their  slaves.  The  miscreant  who 
is  guilty  of  this,  not  only  violates  the  law  of  God  and  of 
humanity,  but  as  far  as  in  him  lies,  by  bringing  odium  upon, 
endangers  the  institutions  of  his  country,  and  the  safety  of 
his  countrymen.  He  casts  a  shade  upon  the  character  of  every 
individual  of  his  fellow-citizens,  and  does  every  one  of  them 
a  personal  injury.  So  of  him  who  indulges  in  any  odious  excess 
of  intemperate  or  licentious  passion.  It  is  detached  instances 
of  this  sort,  of  which  the  existence  is,  perhaps,  hardly  known 
among  ourselves,  that,  collected  with  pertinacious  and  malevo- 
lent industry,  afifords  the  most  formidable  weapons  to  the  mis- 
chievous zealots,  who  array  them  as  being  characteristic  of  our 
general  manners  and  state  of  society. 

I  would  by  no  means  be  understood  to  intimate,  that  a  vigorous, 
as  well  as  just  government,  should  not  be  exercised  over  slaves. 
This  is  part  of  our  duty  toward  them,  no  less  obligatory  than  any 
other  duty,  and  no  less  necessary  toward  their  well-being  than  to 
ours.  I  believe  that  at  least  as  much  injury  has  been  done  and 
suffering  inflicted  by  weak  and  injudicious  indulgence,  as  by  inor- 
dinate severity.  He  whose  business  is  to  labor,  should  be  mado 
to  labor,  and  that  with  due  diligence,  and  should  be  vigorously 
restrained  from  excess  or  vice.  This  is  no  less  necessary  to  his 
happiness  than  to  his  usefulness.  The  master  who  neglects  this, 
not  only  makes  his  slaves  unprofitable  to  himself,  but  discontented 
and  wretched — a  nuisance  to  his  neighbors  and  to  society. 

I  have  said  that  the  tendency  of  our  institution  is  to  etevate  the 
female  character,  as  well  as  that  of  the  other  sex,  and  for  similar 
reasons.  In  other  states  of  society,  there  is  no  well-defined  limit 
to  separate  virtue  and  vice.  There  are  degrees  of  vice,  from  the 
most  fiagrant  and  odious,  to  that  which  scarcely  incurs  the  oen* 
sure  of  society.  Many  individuals  occupy  an  unequivocal  posi- 
tion *  and  as  society  becomes  accustomed  to  this,  there  will  be  a 
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less  peremptory  requirement  of  purity  in  female  manners  and  con- 
duct, and  often  the  whole  of  the  society  will  be  in  a  tainted  and 
uncertain  condition  with  respect  to  female  virtue.  Here,  there  is 
that  certain  and  marked  line,  above  which  there  is  no  toleration 
or  allowance  for  any  approach  to  license  of  manners  or  conduct, 
and  she  who  falls  below  it,  will  fall  far  below  even  the  slave. 
How  many  will  incur  this  penalty? 

And  permit  me  to  say,  that  this  elevation  of  the  female  charac- 
ter is  no  less  important  and  essential  to  us,  than  the  moral  and 
Intellectual  cultivation  of  the  other  sex.  It  wduld  indeed  be  in- 
tolerable, if,  when  one  class  of  the  society  is  necessarily  degraded 
in  this  respect,  no  compensation  were  made  by  the  superior  eleva- 
tion and  purity  of  the  other.  Not  only  essential  purity  of  conduct, 
but  the  utmost  purity  of  manners,  and  I  will  add,  though  it  may 
incur  the  formidable  charge  of  affectation  or  prudery, — a  greater 
severity  of  decorum  than  is  required  elsewhere,  is  necessary  among 
us.  Always  should  be  strenuously  resisted  the  attempts  which 
have  been  sometimes  made  to  introduce  among  us  the  freedom  of 
foreign  European,  and  especially  of  continental  manners.  This 
freedom,  the  remotest  in  the  world  from  that  which  sometimes 
springs  from  simplicity  of  manners,  is  calculated  and  commonly 
intended  to  confound  the  outward  distinctions  of  virtue  and  vice. 
It  is  to  prepare  the  way  for  licentiousness — to  produce  this  effect 
— that  if  those  who  are  clothed  with  the  outward  color  and  garb 
of  vice,  may  be  well  received  by  society,  those  who  are  actually 
guilty  may  hope  to  be  so  too.  It  may  be  said,  that  there  is  often 
perfect  purity  where  there  is  very  great  freedom  of  manners.  And, 
I  have  no  doubt,  this  may  be  true  in  particular  instances,  but  it  is 
never  true  of  any  society  in  which  this  is  the  general  state  of  man- 
ners. What  guards  can  there  be  to  purity,  when  every  thing  that 
may  possibly  be  done  innocently,  is  habitually  practiced ;  when 
there  can  be  no  impropriety  which  is  not  vice.  And  what  must 
be  the  depth  of  the  depravity  when  there  is  a  departure  from  that 
which  they  admit  as  principle.  Besides,  things  which  may  per- 
haps be  practiced  innocently  where  they  are  familiar,  produce  a 
moral  dilaceration  in  the  course  of  their  being  introduced  where 
they  are  new.  Let  us  say,  we  will  not  have  the  manners  of  South 
Carolina  changed. 

I  have  before  said  that  free  labor  is  cheaper  than  the  labor  of 
slaves,  and  so  far  as  it  is  so  the  condition  of  the  free  laborer  is 
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worse.    But  I  think  President  Dew  has  suflScieutly  shown  that 
this  is  only  true  of  Northern  countries.     It  is  matter  of  familiar 
remark  that  the  tendency  of  warm  climates  is  to  relax  the  human 
constitution  and  indispose  to  labor.     The  earth  yields  abundantly 
— in  some  regions  almost  spontaneously — under  the  influence  of 
the  sun,  and  the  means  of  supporting  life  are  obtained  with  but 
slight  exertion;  and  men  will  use  no  greater  exertion  than  is 
necessaiy  to  the  purpose.     This  very  luxuriance  of  vegetation, 
where  no  other  cause  concurs,  renders  the  air  less  salubrious,  and 
even  when  positive  malady  does  not  exist,  the  health  is  habitually 
impaired.     Indolence  renders  the  constitution  more  liable  to  these 
effects  of  the  atmosphere,  and  these  again  aggravate  the  indo- 
lence.    Nothing  but  the  coercion  of  slavery  can  overcome  the 
repugnance  to  labor  under  these  circumstances,  and  by  subduing 
the  soil,  improve  and  render  wholesome  the  climate. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  there  does  not  now  exist  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  a  people  in  a  tropical  climate,  or  one  approach- 
ing to  it,  where  slavery  does  not  exist,  that  is  in  a  state' of  high 
civilization,  or  exhibits  the  energies  which  mark  the  progress 
toward  it.  Mexico  and  the  South  American  Republics,*  starting 
on  their  new  career  of  independence,  and  having  gone  through  a 

*  The  author  of  England  and  America  thus  speaks  of  the  Colomhian  Bo- 
public  : 

**  During  some  years,  this  colony  has  been  an  independent  state ;  but  the  peo* 
pie  dispersed  over  this  vast  and  fertile  plain,  have  almost  ceased  to  cultivate 
the  good  land  at  their  disposal ;  they  subsist  principally,  many  of  them  entirely, 
on  the  flesh  of  wild  cattle ;  they  have  lost  most  of  the  arts  of  civilized  life ; 
not  a  few  of  them  are  in  a  state  of  deplorable  misery ;  and  if  they  should  odd- 
tinue,  as  it  seems  probable  they  will,  to  retrograde  as  at  present,  the  beautiful 
pampas  of  Buenos  Ayres  will  soon  be  fit  for  another  experiment  in  colonization. 
Slaves,  black  or  yellow,  would  have  cultivated  those  plains,  would  have  kept 
together,  would  have  been  made  to  assist  each  other ;  would,  by  keeping  to- 
gether and  assisting  each  other,  have  raised  a  surplus  produce  exchangeable  in 
distant  markets  ;  would  have  kept  their  masters  together  for  the  sake  of  mar- 
kets ;  would,  by  combination  of  labor,  have  preserved  among  their  masters  the 
arts  and  habits  of  civilized  life."    Yet  this  writer,  the  whole  practical  effect  of 
whose  work,  whatever  he  may  have  thought  or  intended,  is  to  show  the  abso- 
lute necessity,  and  immense  benefits  of  slavery,  finds  it  necessary  to  add,  I  sup- 
pose in  deference  to  the  general  sentiment  of  his  countrymen,  "that  slavery 
might  have  done  all  this,  seems  not  more  plain,  than  that  so  much  good  would 
have  been  bought  too  dear,  if  its  price  had  been  slavery.''    Well  may  we  say 
that  the  word  makes  men  mad. 


ON    SOCIAL    LIFE.  603 

farce  of  abolishing  slavery,  are  rapidly  degenerating,  even  from 
semi-barbarism.     The  only  portion  of  the  South  American  conti- 
nent which  seems  to  be  making  any  favorable  progress,  in  spite 
of  a  weak  and  arbitrary  civil  government,  is  Brazil,  in  which  slav- 
ery has  been  retained.     Cuba,  of  the  same  race  with  the  conti- 
nental republics,  is  daily  and  rapidly  advancing  in  industry  and 
civilization ;   and  this  is  owing  exclusively  to  her  slaves.     St. 
Domingo  is  struck  out  of  the  map  of  civilized  existence,  and  the 
British  West  Indies  will  shortly  be  so.     On  the  other  continent, 
Spain  and  Portugal  are  degenerate,  and  their  rapid  progress  is 
downward.     Their  southern  coast  is  infested  by  disease,  arising 
from  causes  which  industry  might  readily  overcome,  but  that 
industry  they  will  never  exert.     Greece  is  still  barbarous,  and 
scantily  peopled.     The  work  of  an  English  physician,  distin- 
guished by  strong  sense  and  power  of  observation,*  gives  a  most 
affecting  picture  of  the  condition  of  Italy, — especially  south  of 
the  Appenines.     With  the  decay  of  industry,  the  climate  has 
degenerated  toward  the  condition  from  which  it  was  first  rescued 
by  the  labor  of  slaves.     There  is  poison  in  every  man's  veins, 
affecting  the  very  springs  of  life,  dulling  or  extinguishing,  with 
the  energies  of  the  body,  all  energy  of  mind,  and  often  exhibiting 
itself  in  the  most  appalling  forms  of  disease.     From  year  to  year 
the  pestilential  atmosphere  creeps  forward,  narrowing  the  circles 
within  which  it  is  possible  to  sustain  human  life.     With  disease 
and  misery,  industry  still  more  rapidly  decays,  and  if  the  process 
goes  on,  it  seems  that  Italy  too  will  soon  be  ready  for  another 
experiment  in  colonization. 

Yet  once  it  was  not  so,  when  Italy  was  possessed  by  the  mas- 
ters of  slaves ;  when  Home  contained  her  millions,  and  Italy  was 
a  garden ;  when  their  iron  energies  of  body  corresponded  with 
the  energies  of  mind  which  made  them  conquerors  in  every  cli- 
mate and  on  every  soil ;  rolled  the  tide  of  conquest,  not  as  in 
later  times,  from  the  South  to  the  North ;  extended  their  laws  and 
their  civilization,  and  created  them  lords  of  the  earth. 

"  What  conflux  issuing  forth  or  entering  in ; 
PraBtors,  pro-consuls  to  their  provinces, 
Hasting,  or  on  return  in  robes  of  state. 
Lictors  and  rods,  the  ensigns  of  their  power, 

*  Johnson  on  Change  of  Air. 
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LegipDS  and  cohorts,  turms  of  horse  and  wings  : 

Or  embassies  from  regions  far  remote, 

In  various  habits,  on  the  Appian  road, 

Or  on  th*  Emilian  ;  some  from  furthest  South, 

Syene,  and  where  the  shadow  both  way  falls, 

Meroe,  Nilotic  isle,  and  more  to  West, 

The  realms  of  Bocchus  to  the  Blackmoor  sea; 

From  th'  Asian  kings,  and  Parthian  among  these ; 

From  India  and  the  golden  Chersonese, 

And  utmost  India's  isle,  Taprobona, 

Dusk  faces,  with  white  silken  turbans  wreathed  ; 

From  Gallia,  Gades,  and  the  British  West ; 

Germans,  and  Scythians,  and  Sarmatians,  North 

Beyond  Danubius  to  the  Tauric  Pool ! 

All  nations  now  to  Rome  obedience  pay." 

Such  was,  and  such  is,  the  picture  of  Italy.  Greece  presents  a 
contrast  not  less  striking.  What  is  the  cause  of  the  great  change? 
Many  causes,  no  doubt,  have  occurred  ;  but  though 

**  War,  famine,  pestilence,  and  flood  and  fire. 
Have  dealt  upon  the  seven-hilled  city's  pride,'' 

I  will  venture  to  say  that  nothing  has  dealt  upon  it  more  heavily 
than  the  loss  of  domestic  slavery.  Is  not  this  evident?  If  they 
had  slaves,  with  an  energetic  civil  government,  would  the  deadly 
miasma  be  permitted  to  overspread  the  Campagna,  and  invade 
Bome  herself?  Would  not  the  soil  be  cultivated,  and  the  wastes 
reclaimed?  A  late  traveller*  mentions  a  canal,  cut  tor  miles 
through  rock  and  mountain,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  off  the 
waters  of  the  lake  of  Celano,  on  which  thirty  thousand  Eoman 
slaves  were  employed  for  eleven  years,  and  which  remains  almost 
perfect  to  the  present  day.  This,  the  government  of  Naples  was 
ten  years  in  repairing  with  an  hundred  workmen.  The  imperish- 
able works  of  Rome  which  remain  to  the  present  day  were,  for 
the  most  part,  executed  by  slaves.  How  different  would  be  the 
condition  of  Naples,  if  for  her  wretched  lazzaroni  were  substituted 
negro  slaves,  employed  in  rendering  productive  the  plains  whose 
fertility  now  serves  only  to  infect  the  air ! 

To  us,  on  whom  this  institution  is  fastened,  and  who  could  not 
shake  it  off,  even  if  we  desired  to  do  so,  the  great  republics  of 
antiquity  offer  instruction  of  inestimable  value.  They  teach  us  that 
slavery  is  compatible  with  the  freedom,  stability,  and  long  dura- 

*  Eight  days  in  the  AbruzzL — Blackwood*a  Magazine,  November,  1835u 
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tion  of  civil  government,  with  denseness  of  population,  great 
power,  and  the  highest  civilization.  And  in  what  respect  does 
this  modern  Europe,  which  claims  to  give  opinions  to  the  world, 
so  far  excel  them — notwithstanding  the  immense  advantages  of 
the  Christian  religion  anfl  the  discovery  of  the  art  of  printing? 
They  are  not  more  free,  nor  have  performed  more  glorious  actions, 
nor  displayed  more  exalted  virtue.  In  the  higher  departments  of 
intellect — in  all  that  relates  to  taste  and  imagination — they  will 
hardly  venture  to  claim  equality.  Where  they  have  gone  beyond 
them  in  the  results  of  mechanical  philosophy,  or  discoveries  which 
contribute  to  the  wants  and  enjoyments  of  physical  life,  they  have 
done  80  by  the  help  of  means  with  which  they  were  furnished  by 
the  Grecian  mind — the  mother  of  civilization — and  only  pursued 
a  little  further  the  tract  which  that  had.  always  pointed  out.  In 
the  development  of  intellectual  power,  they  will  hardly  bear  com- 
parison. Those  noble  republics  in  the  pride  of  their  strength  and 
greatness,  may  have  anticipated  for  themselves — as  some  of  their 
poets  did  for  them — an  everlasting  duration  and  predominance. 
But  they  could  not  have  anticipated,  that  when  they  had  fallen 
under  barbarous  arms,  that  when  arts  and  civilization  were  lost, 
and  the  whole  earth  in  darkness — the  first  light  should  break  from 
their  tombs — that  in  a  renewed  world,  unconnected  with  them  by 
ties  of  locality,  language  or  descent,  they  should  still  bo  held  the 
models  of  all  that  is  profound  in  science,  or  elegant  in  literature, 
or  all  that  is  great  in  character,  or  elevated  in  imagination.  And 
perhaps  when  England  hei*self,  who  now  leads  the  war  with  which 
we  are  on  all  sides  threatened,  shall  have  fulfilled  her  mission, 
and  like  the  other  glorious  things  of  the  earth,  shall  have  passed 
away ;  when  she  shall  have  difiused  her  noble  race  and  noble 
language,  her  laws,  her  literature,  and  her  civilization,  over  all 
quarters  of  the  earth,  and  shall  perhaps  be  overrun  by  some 
Northern  horde — sunk  into  an  ignoble  and  anarchical  democracy,* 
or  subdued  to  the  dominion  of  some  Csesar, — demagogue  and 
despot, — then,  in  Southern  regions,  there  may  be  found  many 
republics,  triumphing  in  Grecian  arts  and  civilization,  and  worthy 
of  British  descent  and  Soman  institutions. 


*  I  do  not  use  the  word  democracy  in  the  Athenian  sense,  but  to  describe  the 
government  in  which  the  slave  and  his  master  have  an  equal  voice  in  public 
affairs. 
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If,  after  a  time,  when  the  mind  and  almost  the  memory  of  the 
republic  were  lost,  Romans  degenerated,  they  fiirnish  conclusiye 
evidence  that  this  was  owing  not  to  their  domestic,  but  to  their 
political  slavery.  The  same  thing  is  observed  over  all  the  East- 
ern monarchies ;  and  so  it  must  be,  wlierever  property  is  insecure, 
and  it  is  dangerous  for  a  man  to  rise  himself  to  such  eminence  by 
intellectual  or  moral  excellence,  as  would  give  him  influence  over 
his  society.  So  it  is  in  Egypt ;  and  the  other  regions  bordering 
the  Mediterranean,  which  once  comprehended  the  civilization  of 
the  world,  where  Carthage,  Tyre,  and  Phgeuicia  flourished.  In 
short,  the  uncontradicted  experience  of  the  world  is,  that  in  the 
Soutliern  States  where  good  government  and  predial  and  domes- 
tic slavery  are  found,  there  are  prosperity  and  greatness ;  where 
either  of  these  conditions  is  wanting,  degeneracy  and  barbarism. 
The  former,  however,  is  equally  essential  in  all  climates  and 
under  all  institutions.  And  can  we  suppose  it  to  be  the  design 
of  the  Creator,  that  these  regions,  constituting  hall*  of  the  earth's 
surface,  and  the  more  fertile  half,  and  more  capable  of  sustaining 
life,  should  be  abandoned  forever  to  depopulation  and  barbarism  ? 
Certain  it  is  that  they  will  never  be  reclaimed  by  the  labor  of 
fi'eemen.  In  our  own  country,  look  at  the  lower  valley  of  the 
Mississippi,  which  is  capable  of  being  made  a  far  greater  Egypt. 
In  our  own  State,  there  are  extensive  tracts  of  the  most  fertile 
soil,  which  are  capable  of  being  made  to  swarm  with  life.  These 
are  at  present  pestilential  swamps,  and  valueless,  because  there  is 
abundance  of  other  fertile  soil  in  more  favorable  situations,  which 
demand  all  and  more  than  all  the  labor  which  our  country  cau 
supply.  Are  these  regions  of  fertility  to  be  abandoned  at  once 
and  forever  to  the  alligator  and  tortoise — with  here  and  there  per- 
haps a  miserable,  shivering,  crouching ^r^^  black  savage?  Does 
not  the  finger  of  heaven  itself  seem  to  point  to  a  race  of  men — 
not  to  be  enslaved  by  us,  but  already  enslaved,  and  who  will  be 
in  every  way  benefited  by  the  change  of  masters — to  whom  such 
climate  is  not  uncongenial,  who,  though  disposed  to  indolence, 
are  yet  patient  and  capable  of  labor,  on  whose  whole  features, 
mind  and  character,  nature  has  indelibly  written — slave ; — and 
indicate  that  we  should  avail  ourselves  of  these  in  fulfilling  the 
first  great  command  to  subdue  and  replenish  the  earth. 

It  is  true  that  this  labor  will  be  dearer  than  that  of  Northern 
countries,  where,  under  the  name  of  freedom,  they  obtain  cheaper 
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and  perhaps  better  slaves.  Yet  it  is  the  best  we  can  have,  and 
this  too  has  its  compensation.  We  see  it  compensated  at  present 
by  the  superior  value  of  our  agricultural  products.  And  this 
superior  value  they  must  probably  always  have.  The  Southern 
climate  admits  of  a  greater  variety  of  productions.  Whatever  is 
produced  in  Northern  climates,  the  same  thing,  or  something 
equivalent,  may  be  produced  in  the  Southern.  But  the  Northern 
have  no  equivalent  for  the  products  of  Southern  climates.  The 
consequence  will  be,  that  the  products  of  Southern  regions  will  be 
demanded  all  over  the  civilized  world.  The  agricultural  products 
of  Northern  regions  are  chiefly  for  their  own  coosumption. 
They  must  therefore  apply  themselves  to  the  manufacturing  of  ar- 
ticles of  luxury,  elegance,  convenience,  or  necessity, — which  re- 
quires cheap  labor — ^for  the  purpose  of  exchanging  them  with  their 
Southern  neighl:|prs.  Thus  nature  herself  indicates  that  agricul- 
ture should  be  the  predominating  employment  in  Southern  coun- 
tries, aud  manufactures  in  Northern.  Commerce  is  necessary  to 
both — ^but  less  indispensable  to  the  Southern,  which  produce 
within  themselves  a  greater  variety  of  things  desirable  to  life. 
They  will  therefore  have  somewhat  less  of  the  commercial  spirit. 
We  must  avail  ourselves  of  such  labor  as  we  can  command.  The 
slave  must  labor,  and  is  inured  to  it;  while  the  necessity  of 
energy  in  his  government,  of  watchfulness,  and  of  preparation 
and  power  to  suppress  insurrection,  added  to  the  moral  force 
derived  from  the  habit  of  command,  may  help  to  prevent  the 
degeneracy  of  the  master. 

The  task  of  keeping  down  insurrection  is  commonly  supposed 
by  those  who  are  strangers  to  our  institutions,  to  be  a  very  formi- 
dable one.  Even  among  ourselves,  accustomed  as  we  have  been 
to  take  our  opinions  on  this  as  on  every  other  subject,  ready 
formed  from  those  whom  we  regarded  as  instructors,  in  the  teeth 
of  our  own  observation  and  experience,  fears  have  been  enter- 
tained which  are  absolutely  ludicrous.  We  have  been  supposed 
to  be  nightly  r^eposing  over  a  mine,  which  may  at  any  instant 
explode  to  our  destruction.  The  first  thought  of  a  foreigner 
sojourning  in  one  of  our  cities,  who  is  awaked  by  any  nightly 
alarm,  is  of  servile  insurrection  and  massacre.  Yet  if  any  thing 
is  certain  in  human  affairs,  it  is  certain  and  from  the  most  obvious 
considerations,  that  we  are  more  secure  in  this  respect  than  any 
civilived  and  fully  peopled  society  upon  the  face  of  the  earth.    In 
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eyery  such  society,  there  is  a  much  larger  proportion  than  with 
us,  of  persons  who  have  more  to  gain  than  to  lose  by  the  over- 
throw of  government,  and  the  embroiling  of  social  order.  It  is 
in  such  a  state  of  things  that  those  who  were  before  at  the  bottom 
of  society,  rise  to  the  surface.  From  causes  already  considered, 
they  are  peculiarly  apt  to  consider  their  sufferings  the  result  of 
injustice  and  misgovernment,  and  to  be  rancorous  and  embittered 
accordingly.  They  have  every  excitement,  therefore,  of  resentful 
passion,  and  every  temptation  which  the  hope  of  increased  opu- 
lence, or  power  or  consideration  can  hold  out,  to  urge  them  to 
innovation  and  revolt.  Supposing  the  same  disposition  to  exist 
in  equal  degree  among  our  slaves,  what  are  their  comparative 
means  or  prospect  of  gratifying  it?  The  poor  of  other  countries 
are  called  free.  They  have,  at  least,  no  one  interested  to  exercise 
a  daily  and  nightly  superintendence  and  conti'ol  oyer  their  conduct 
and  actions.  Emissaries  of  their  class  may  traverse,  unchecked, 
every  portion  of  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of  organizing  insur- 
rection. From  their  greater  intelligence,  they  have  greater  means 
of  communicating  with  each  other.  They  may  procure  and  se- 
crete arms.  It  is  not  alone  the  ignorant,  or  those  who  are  com- 
monly called  the  poor,  that  will  be  tempted*  to  revolution.  There 
will  be  many  disappointed  men,  and  men  of  desperate  fortune — 
men  perhaps  of  talent  and  daring — to  combine  them  and  direct 
their  energies.  Even  those  in  the  higher  ranks  of  societj'  who 
contemplate  no  such  result,  will  contribute  to  it,  by  declaiming 
on  their  hardships  and  rights. 

With  us,  it  is  almost  physically  impossible  that  there  should 
be  any  very  extensive  combination  among  the  slaves.  It  is  ab- 
solutely impossible  that  they  should  procure  and  conceal  efficient 
arms.  Their  emissaries  traversing  the  country,  would  carry  their 
commissions  on  their  foreheads.  li*  we  suppose  among  them  an 
individual  of  sufficient  talent  and  energy  to  quality  him  for  a 
revolutionaiy  leader,  he  could  not  be  so  extensively  known  as  to 
command  the  confidence,  which  would  be  necessarv  to  enable  him 
to  combine  and  direct  them.  Of  the  class  of  freemen,  there 
would  be  no  individual  so  poor  or  degraded  (with  the  exception 
perhaps  of  here  and  there  a  reckless  and  desperate  outlaw  ami 
felon)  who  would  not  have  much  to  lose  by  the  success  of  such 
an  attempt ;  every  one,  therefore,  would  be  vigilant  and  active  to 
detect  and  suppress  it.    Of  all  impossible  things,  one  of  the  most 
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impoBsible  would  be  a  snccessfnl  insnrrecctiou  of  our  slaves, 
originating  with  themselves. 

Atte^ipts  at  insurrection  have  indeed  been  made — excited,  as 
we  believej  by  the  agitation  of  the  abolitionists  and  declaimers 
on  slavery ;  but  these  have  been  in  every  instance  promptly  sup- 
pressed. We  fear  not  to  compare  the  riots,  disorder,  revolt  and 
bloodshed,  which  have  been  committed  in  our  own,  with  those 
of  any  other  civilized  communities,  during  the  same  lapse  of 
time.  And  let  it  be  observed  under  what  extraordinary  circum- 
stances our  peace  has  been  preserved.  For  the  last  half  century, 
one  half  of  our  population  has  been  admonished  in  terms  the 
most  calculated  to  madden  and  excite,  that  they  are  the  victims 
of  the  most  grinding  and  cruel  injustice  and  oppression.  We 
know  that  these  exhortations  continually  reach  them,  through  a 
thousand  channels  which  we  cannot  detect,  as  if  carried  by  the 
birds  of  the  air — and  what  human  being,  especially  when  unfav- 
orably distinguished  by  outward  circumstances,  is  not  ready  to 
give  credit  when  he  is  told  that  he  is  the  victim  of  injustice  and 
oppression  f  In  effect,  if  not  in  terms,  they  have  been  continually 
exhorted  to  insurrection.  The  master  has  been  painted  as  a 
criminal,  tyrant  and  robber,  justly  obnoxious  to  the  vengeance 
of  God  and  man,  and  they  have  been  assured  of  the  countenance 
and  sympathy,  if  not  of  the  active  assistance,  of  all  the  rest  of 
the  world.  We  ourselves  have  in  some  measure  pleaded  guilty 
to  the  impeachment.  It  is  not  long  since  a  great  majority  of  our 
firee  population,  servile  to  the  opinions  of  those  whose  opinions 
they  had  been  accustomed  to  follow,  would  have  admitted  slavery 
to  be  a  great  evil,  unjust  and  indefensible  in  principle,  and  only 
to  be  vindicated  by  the  stem  necessity  which  was  imposed  upon 
us.  Thus  stimulated  by  every  motive  and  passion  which  ordi- 
narily  actaate  human  beinga-not  as  to  a  criminal  enterprise,  but 
as  to  something  generous  and  heroic — what  has  been  the  result  ? 
A  few  imbecile  and  uncombined  plots — ^in  every  instance  detected 
before  they  broke  out  into  action,  and  which  perhaps  if  undetected 
would  never  have  broken  into  action.  One  or  two  sudden,  un- 
premeditated attempts,  frantic  in  their  character,  if  not  prompted 
by  actual  insanity,  and  these  instantly  crushed.  As  it  is,  we  are 
not  less  assured  of  safety,  order,  and  internal  peace,  than  any 
other  people ;  and  but  for  the  pertinacious  and  fanatical  agitations 

of  the  subject,  would  be  much  more  so. 
3d 
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This  experience  of  security,  however,  shotdd  admonish  as  of 
the  follj  and  wickedness  of  those  who  have  sometiineB  taken 
upon  themselves  to  supersede  the  regular  course  of  law,  and  by 
rash  and  violent  acts  to  punish  supposed  disturbers  of  the  peace 
of  society.    This  can  admit  of  no  justification  or  palliation  what- 
ever.    Burke,  I  think,  somewhere  remarked  aomething  to  this 
effect, — that  when  society  is  in  the  last  stage  of  depravity — when 
all  parties  are  alike  corrupt,  and  alike  wicked  and  unjustifiable  in 
their  measures  and  objects,  a  good  man  may  content  himself  with 
standing  neuter,  a  sad  and  disheartened  spectator  of  the  conflict 
between  the  rival  vices.     But  are  we  in  this  wretched  condition? 
It  is  fearful  to  see  with  what  avidity  the  worst  and  most  danger- 
ous characters  of  society  seize  on  the  occasion  of  obtaining  the 
countenance  of  better  men,  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  off  the 
restraints  of  law.     It  is  always  these  who  arc  most  zealous  and 
forward  in  constituting  themselves  the  protectors  of  the  public 
peace.     To  such  men — ^men  without  reputation,  or  principle,  or 
stake  in  society — disorder  is  the  natural  element.    In  that,  despe- 
rate fortunes  and  the  want  of  all  moral  principle  and  moral 
feeling  constitute  power.     They  are  eager  to  avenge  themselves 
upon  society.    Anarchy  is  not  so  much  the  absence  of  govern- 
ment, as  the  government  of  the  worst — not  aristocracy,  but  kak- 
istocracy — ^a  state  of  things,  which  to  the  honor  of  our  nature, 
has  seldom  obtained  among  men,  and  which  perhaps  was  only 
fully  exemplified  during  the  worst  times  of  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, when  that  horrid  hell  burnt  with  its  most  lurid  flame.    In 
such  a  state  of  things,  to  be  accused  is  to  be  condemned — to 
protect  the  innocent  is  to  be  guilty;  and  what  perhaps  is  the 
worst  effect,  even  men  of  better  nature,  to  whom  their  own  deeds 
are  abhorrent,  are  goaded  by  terror  to  be  forward  and  emulous 
in  deeds  of  guilt  and  violence.    The  scenes  of  lawless  violence 
which  have  been  acted  in  some  portions  of  our  country,  rare  and 
restricted  as  they  have  been,  have  done  more  to  tarnish  its  repu- 
tation than  a  thousand  libels.    They  have  done  more  to  discredit, 
and  if  any  thing  could,  to  endanger,  not  only  our  domestic,  bat 
our  republican  institutions,  than  the  abolitionists  themselves. 
Men  can  never  be  permanently  and  effectually  disgraced  but  by 
themselves,  and  rarely  endangered  but  by  their  own  injudicious 
conduct,  giving  advantage  to  the  enemy.   Better,  far  better,  would 
it  be  to  encounter  the  dangers  with  which  we  are  supposed  to  be 
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threatened,  than  to  employ  such  means  for  averting  them.  Bat 
the  troth  is,  that  in  relation  to  this  matter,  so  £Eur  as  respects  actnal 
insurrection,  when  alarm  is  once  excited,  danger  is  absolutely  at 
an  end.  Society  can  then  employ  Intimate  and  more  effectual 
measures  for  its  own  protection.  The  Yery  commission  of  such 
deeds  is  proof  that  they  are  unnecessary.  Let  those  who  attempt 
them,  then,  or  make  any  demonstration  toward  them,  understand 
that  they  will  meet  only  the  discountenance  and  abhorrence  of  all 
good  men,  and  the  just  punishment  of  the  laws  they  have  dared 
to  outrage. 

It  has  commonly  been  supposed,  that  this  institution  will  prove 
a  source  of  weakness  in  relation  to  military  defense  against  a 
foreign  country.  I  will  venture  to  say  that  in  a  slaveholding 
community,  a  larger  military  force  may  be  maintained  perma- 
nently in  the  field,  than  in  any  State  where  there  are  not  slaves. 
It  is  plain  that  almost  the  whole  of  the  able  bodied  fi!'ee  male  popu- 
lation, making  half  of  the  entire  able  bodied  male  population,  may 
be  maintained  in  the  field,  and  this  without  taking  in  any  mate- 
rial degree  fi*om  the  labor  and  resources  of  the  country.  In  gen- 
eral, the  labor  of  our  country  is  performed  by  slaves.  In  other 
countries,  it  is  their  laborers  that  form  the  material  of  their 
armies.  What  proportion  of  these  can  be  taken  away  without 
&tally  crippling  their  industry  and  resources?  In  the  war  of  the 
Revolution,  though  the  strength  of  our  State  was  wasted  and  par- 
alyzed by  the  unfortunate  divisions  which  existed  among  our- 
selves, yet  it  may  be  said  with  general  truth,  that  every  citizen 
was  in  the  field,  and  acquired  much  of  the  qualities  of  the 
soldier. 

It  is  true  that  this  advantage  will  be  attended  with  its  compen- 
sating evils  and  disadvantages ;  to  which  we  must  learn  to  sub- 
mit, if  we  are  determined  on  the  maintenance  of  our  institutions. 
We  are,  as  yet,  hardly  at  all  aware  how  little  the  maxims  and 
practices  of  modern  civilized  governments  will  apply  to  us. 
Standing  armies,  as  they  are  elsewhere  constituted,  we  cannot 
have;  for  we  have  not,  and  for  generations  cannot  have,  the 
materials  out  of  which  they  are  to  be  formed.  If  we  should  be 
involved  in  serious  wars,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  some  sort  of 
conscription,  requiring  the  service  of  all  citizens  for  a  consider- 
able term,  will  be  necessary.  Like  the  people  of  Athens,  it  will 
he  necessary  that  every  citizen  should  be  a  soldier,  and  qualified 
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to  discharge  efficiently  the  duties  of  a  soldier.  It  may  seem  a 
melancholy  consideration,  that  an  army  so  made  np  should  be  op- 
posed to  the  disciplined  mercenaries  of  foreign  nations.  But  we 
must  learn  to  know  our  true  situation.  But  may  we  not  hope, 
that  made  up  of  superior  materials,  of  men  having  home  and 
country  to  defend;  inspired  by  higher  pride  of  character,  of 
greater  iptelligence,  and  trained  by  an  effective,  though  honor- 
able discipline,  such  an  army  will  be  more  than  a  match  for  mer- 
cenaries. The  efficiency  of  an  army  is  determined  by  the  qualities 
of  its  officers,  and  may  we  not  expect  to  have  a  greater  proportion 
of  men  better  qualified  for  officers,  and  possessing  the  true  spirit 
of  military  command.  And  let  it  be  recollected  that  if  there 
were  otherwise  reason  to  apprehend  danger  from  insurrection, 
there  will  be  the  greatest  security  when  there  is  the  largest  force 
on  foot  within  the  country.  Then  it  is  that  any  such  attempt 
would  be  most  instantly  and  effectually  crushed. 

And,  perhaps,  a  wise  foresight  should  induce  our  State  to  pro- 
vide, that  it  should  have  within  itself  such  military  knowledge 
and  skill  as  may  be  sufficient  to  organize,  discipline,  and  com- 
mand armies,  by  establishing  a  military  academy  or  school  of  dis- 
cipline. The  school  of  the  militia  will  not  do  for  this.  From  the 
general  opinion  of  our  weakness,  if  our  country  should  at  any 
time  come  into  hostile  collision,  we  shall  be  selected  for  the  point 
of  attack ;  making  us,  according  to  Mr.  Adam's  anticipation,  the 
Flanders  of  the  United  States.  Come  firom  what  quarter  it  may, 
the  storm  will  fall  upon  us.  It  is  known  that  lately,  when  there 
was  apprehension  of  hostility  with  France,  the  scheme  was  in- 
stantly devised  of  invading  the  Southern  States  and  organising 
insuiTection.  In  a  popular  English  periodical  work,  I  have  seen 
the  plan  suggested  by  an  officer  of  high  rank  and  reputation  in 
the  British  army,  of  invading  the  Southern  States  at  various 
points  and  operating  by  the  same  means.  He  is  said  to  be  a  gal- 
lant officer,  and  certainly  had  no  conception  that  he  was  devising 
atrocious  crime,  as  alien  to  the  true  spirit  of  civilized  war£EU«,  as 
the  poisoning  of  streams  and  fountains.  But  the  folly  of  such 
schemes  is  no  less  evident  than  their  wickedness.  Apart  from 
the  consideration  of  that  which  experience  has  most  fully  proved 
to  be  true — ^that  in  general  their  attachment  and  fidelity  to  their 
masters  is  not  to  be  shaken,  and  that  from  sympathy  with  the 
feelings  of  those  by  whom  they  are  surrounded,  and  from  whom 
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they  derive  their  impressions,  they  contract  no  less  terror  and 
aversion  toward  an  invading  enemy ;  it  is  manifest  that  this  re- 
course would  be  an  hundred  fold  more  available  to  us  than  to 
such  an  enemy.  They  are  already  in  our  possession,  and  we 
might  at  will  arm  and  organize  them  in  any  number  that  wo 
might  think  proper.  The  Helots  were  a  regular  constituent  part 
of  the  Spartan  armies.  Thoroughly  acquainted  with  their  cliar- 
acters,  and  accustomed  to  command  them,  we  might  use  any 
strictness  of  discipline  which  would  be  necessary  to  render  them 
effective,  and  from  their  habits  of  subordination  already  formed, 
this  would  be  a  task  of  less  difficulty.  Though  morally  most 
timid,  they  are  by  no  means  wanting  in  physical  strength  of  nerve. 
They  are  excitable  by  praise ;  and  directed  by  those  in  whom  they 
have  confidence,  would  rush  fearlessly  and  unquestioning  upon 
any  sort  of  danger.  With  white  officers  and  accompanied  by  a 
strong  white  cavalry,  there  are  no  troops  in  the  world  from  whom 
there  would  be  so  little  reason  to  apprehend  insubordination  or 
mutiny. 

This,  I  admit,  might  be  a  dangerous  resource,  and  one  not  to 
be  resorted  to  but  in  great  extremity.  But  I  am  supposing  the 
case  of  our  being  driven  to  extremity.  It  might  be  dangerous  to 
disband  such  an  army,  and  reduce  them  with  the  habits  of 
soldiers,  to  their  former  condition  of  laborers.  It  might  be  found 
necessary,, when  once  embodied,  to  keep  them  so,  and  subject  to 
military  discipline — a  permanent  standing  army.  This  in  time 
of  pe^e  would  be  expensive,  if  not  dangerous.  Or  if  at  any  time 
we  should  be  engaged  in  hostilities  with  our  neighbors,  and  it 
were  thought  advisable  to  send  such  an  army  abroad  to  conquer 
settlements  for  themselves,  the  invaded  regions  might  have  occa- 
sion to  think  that  the  scourge  of  God  was  again  let  loose  to  affiict 
the  earth. 

President  Dew  has  very  fully  shown  how  utterly  vain  are  the 
fears  of  those,  who,  though  there  may  be  no  danger  for  the  present, 
yet  apprehend  great  danger  for  the  future,  when  the  number  of 
slaves  shall  be  greatly  increased.  He  has  shown  that  the  larger 
and  more  condensed  society  becomes,  the  easier  it  will  be  to 
maintain  subordination,  supposing  the  relative  number  of  the  dif- 
ferent classes  to  remain  the  same — or  even  if  there  should  bo  a 
very  disproportionate  increase  of  the  enslaved  class.  Of  all 
vain  things,  the  vainest  and  that  in  which  man  most  shows  his 
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impotence  and  folly,  is  the  taking  upon  himself  to  provide  for  a 
very  distant  future — ^at  all  events  by  any  material  sacrifice  of  the 
present.    Though  experience  has  shown  that  revolutions  and 
political  movements — unless  when  they  have  been  conducted  with 
the  ipost  guarded  caution  and  moderation — have  generally  ter- 
minated in  results  just  the  opposite  of  what  was  expected  fix)ra 
them,  the  angi*y  ape  will  still  play  his  fantastic  tricks,  and  put  in 
motion  machinery,  the  action  of  which  he  no  more  comprehends 
or  foresees  than  he  comprehends  the  mysteries  of  infinity.     The 
insect  that  is  borne  upon  the  current  will  fancy  that  he  directs  its 
course.     Besides  the  fear  of  insurrection  and  servile  war,  there  is 
also  alarm  lest,  when  their  numbers  shall  be  greatly  increased, 
their  labor  will  become  utterly  unprofitable,  so  that  it  will  be 
equally  diflBcult  for  the  master  to  retain  and  support  them,  or  to 
get  rid  of  them.     But  at  what  age  of  the  world  is  this  likely  to 
happen?    At  present,  it  may  be  said  that  almost  the  whole  of  the 
Southern  portion  of  this  continent  is  to  be  subdued  to  cultivation; 
and  in  the  order  of  Providence,  this  is  the  task  allotted  to  them. 
For  this  purpose,  more  labor  will  be  required  for  generations  to  come 
than  they  will  be  able  to  supply.     When  that  task  is  accomplished, 
there  will  be  many  objects  to  which  their  labor  may  be  directed. 

At  present  they  are  employed  in   accumulating   individual 
wealth,  and  this  in  one  way,  to  wit,  as  agricultural  laborers— 
and  this  is,  perhaps,  the  most  useful  purpose  to  which  (heir  labor 
can  be  applied.    The  eflect  of  slavery  has  not  been  to  counteract 
the  tendency  to  dispersion,  which  seems  epidemical  among  our 
countrymen,  invited  by  the  unbounded  extent  of  fertile  and  unex- 
hausted soil,  though  it  counteracts  many  of  the  evils  of  dispersion. 
All  the  customary  trades,  professions  and  employments,  except 
the  agricultural,  require  a  condensed  population  for  their  profitable 
exercise.    The  agriculturist  who  can  command  no  labor  but  tha^ 
of  his  own  hands,  or  that  of  his  family,  must  remain  compara 
tively  poor  and  rude.    He  who  acquires  wealth  by  the  labor  ol 
slaves,  has  the  means  of  improvement  for  himsejf  and  his  chiL-^ 
dren.    He  may  have  a  more  extended  intercourse,  and  cons( 
quently  means  of  information  and  refinement,  and  may  seel 
education  for  his  children  where  it  may  be  found.    I  say,  what 
obviously  true,  that  he  has  the  means  of  obtaining  those  advai 
tages ;  but  I  say  nothing  to  palliate  or  excuse  the  conduct  of  hii 
who,  having  such  means,  neglects  to  avail  himself  of  them. 
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I  believe  it  to  be  ti'ue,  that  in  consequence  of  our  dispersion, 
though  individual  wealth  is  acquired,  the  face  of  the  country  is 
Ices  adorned  and  improved  by  useful  and  ornamental  public  works, 
than  in  other  societies  of  more  condensed  population,  where  there 
is  less  wealth.  But  this  is  an  effect  of  that  which  constitutes  per- 
haps our  most  conspicuous  advantage.  Where  population  is  con- 
densed, they  must  have  the  evils  of  condensed  population,  and 
among  these  is  the  diflSculty  of  finding  profitable  employment  for 
capital.  He  who  .has  accumulated  even  an  inconsiderable  sum,  is 
often  puzzled  to  know  what  use  to  make  of  it.  Ingenuity  is  there- 
fore tasked  to  cast  about  for  every  enterprise  which  may  afford  a 
chance  of  profitable  investment.  Works  useful  and  ornamental 
to  the  country,  are  thus  undertaken  and  accomplished,  and  though 
the  proprietors  may  fail  of  profit,  the  community  no  less  receives 
the  benefit.  Among  us,  there  is  no  such  difficulty.  A  safe  and 
profitable  method  of  investment  is  offered  to  every  one  who  has 
capital  to  dispose  of,  which  is  further  recommended  to  his  feelings 
by  the  sense  of  independence  and  the  comparative  leisure  which 
the  employment  affords  to  the  proprietor  engaged  in  it.  It  is  for 
this  reason  that  few  of  our  citizens  engage  in  the  pursuits  of  com- 
merce. Though  these  may  be  more  profitable,  they  are  also  more 
hazardous  and  more  laborious. 

When  the  demand  for  agricultural  labor  shall  be  fully  supplied, 
then  of  course  the  labor  of  slaves  will  be  directed  to  other  employ- 
ment and  enterprises.  Already  it  begins  to  be  found,  that  in  some 
instances  it  may  be  used  as  profitably  in  works  of  public  improve- 
ment. As  it  becomes  cheaper  and  cheaper,  it  will  be  applied  to 
more  various  purposes  and  combined  in  larger  masses.  It  may 
be  commanded  and  combined  with  more  facility  than  any  other 
sort  of  labor ;  and  the  laborer,  kept  in  stricter  subordination,  will 
be  less  dangerous  to  the  security  of  society  than  in  any  other 
country,  which  is  crowded  and  overstocked  with  a  class  of  what 
are  called  free  laborers.  Let  it  be  remembered  that  all  the  great 
and  enduring  monuments  of  human  art  and  industry — the  won- 
ders of  Egypt — the  everlasting  works  of  Eome — were  created  by 
the  labor  of  slaves.  There  will  come  a  stage  in  our  progress  when 
we  shall  have  facilities  for  executing  works  as  great  as  any  of 
these — more  useful  than  the  pyramids — not  less  magnificent  than 
the  sea  of  Moeris.  What  the  end  of  all  is  to  be ;  what  mutations 
lie  hid  in  the  womb  of  the  distant  future ;   to  what  convulsions 
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our  societies  may  be  exposed — whether  the  master,  finding  it  im- 
possible to  live  with  his  slaves,  may  not  be  compelled  to  abandon 
the  country  to  them — of  all  this  it  were  presumptuous  and  vain  to 
speculate. 

I  have  hitherto,  as  I  proposed,  considered  it  as  a  naked,  abstract 
question  of  the  comparative  good  and  evil  of  the  institution  of 
slavery.  Very  far  difierent  indeed  is  the  practical  question  pre- 
sented to  us,  when  it  is  proposed  to  get  rid  of  an  institution  which 
has  interwoven  itself  with  every  fibre  of  the  body  politic ;  which 
has  formed  the  habits  of  our  society,  and  is  consecrated  by  the 
usage  of  generations.  If  this  be  not  a  vicious  prescription,  which 
the  laws  of  God  forbid  to  ripen  into  right,  it  has  a  just  claim  to 
be  respected  by  all  tribunals  of  man.  K  the  negroes  were  now 
free,  and  it  were  proposed  to  enslave  them,  then  it  would  be  in- 
cumbent on  those  who  proposed  the  measure  to  show  clearly  that 
their  liberty  was  incompatible  with  the  public  security.  When  it  is 
proposed  to  innovate  on  the  established  state  of  things,  the  burden 
is  on  those  who  propose  the  innovation,  to  show  that  advantage 
will  be  gained  from  it.  There  is  no  reform,  however  necessary, 
wholesome  or  moderate,  which  will  not  be  accompanied  with  some 
degree  of  inconvenience,  risk  or  suflering.  Those  who  acquiesce 
in  the  state  of  things  which  they  found  existing,  can  hardly  be 
thought  criminal.  But  most  deeply  criminal  are  they  who  give 
rise  to  the  enormous  evil  with  which  great  revolutions  in  society 
are  always  attended,  without  the  fullest  assurance  of  the  greater 
good  to  be  ultimately  obtained.  But  if  it  can  be  made  to  appear, 
even  probably,  that  no  good  will  be  obtained,  but  that  the  results 
will  be  evil  and  calamitous  as  the  process,  what  can  justify  such 
innovations  ?  No  human  being  can  be  so  mischievous — if  acting 
consciously,  none  can  be  so  wicked  as  those  who,  finding  evil  in 
existing  institutions,  run  blindly  upon  change,  unforeseeing  and 
reckless  of  consequences,  and  leaving  it  to  chance  or  fate  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  end  shall  be  improvement,  or  greater  and  more 
intolerable  evil.  Certainly  the  instincts  of  nature  prompt  to  resist 
intolerable  oppression.  For  this  resistance  no  rule  can  be  pre- 
scribed, but  it  must  be  left  to  the  instincts  of  nature.  To  justify 
it,  however,  the  insurrectionists  should  at  least  have  a  reasonable 
probability  of  success,  and  be  assured  that  their  condition  will  be 
improved  by  success.  But  most  extraordinary  is  it,  when  those 
who  complain  and  clamor  are  not  those  who  are  supposed  to  feel 
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the  oppression,  but  persons  at  a  distance  from  them,  and  who  can 
hardly  at  all  appreciate  the  good  or  the  evil  of  their  situation.  It  is 
the  unalterable  condition  of  humanity,  that  men  must  achieve  civil 
liberty  for  themselves.  The  assistance  of  allies  has  sometimes 
enabled  nations  to  repel  the  attacks  of  foreign  power,  never  to 
conquer  liberty  against  their  own  internal  government. 

In  one  thing  I  concur  with  the  abolitionsts ;  that  if  emancipa- 
tion is  to  be  brought  about,  it  is  better  that  it  should  be  immediate 
and  total.  But  let  us  suppose  it  to  be  brought  about  in  any  man- 
ner, and  then  inquire  what  would  be  the  effects. 

The  first  and  most  obvious  effect,  would  be  to  put  an  end  to 
the  cultivation  of  our  great  Southern  staple.  And  this  would  be 
equally  the  result,  if  we  suppose  the  emancipated  negroes  to  be  in 
no  way  distinguished  from  the  free  laborers  of  other  countries, 
and  that  their  labor  would  be  equally  effective.  In  that  case,  they 
would  soon  cease  to  be  laborors  for  hire,  but  would  scatter  them- 
selves over  our  unbounded  territory,  to  become  independent  land 
owners  themselves.  The  cultivation  of  the  soil  on  an  extensive 
scale,  can  only  be  carried  on  where  there  are  slaves,  or  in  coun- 
tries superabounding  with  free  labor.  No  such  operations  are 
carried  on  in  any  portions  of  our  own  country  where  there  are 
not  slaves.  Such  are  carried  on  in  England,  where  there  is  an 
overflowing  population  and  intense  competition  for  employment. 
And  our  institutions  seem  suited  to  the  exigencies  of  our  respect- 
ive situations.  There,  a  much  greater  number  of  laborers  is 
required  at  one  season  of  the  year  than  at  another,  and  the  farmer 
may  enlarge  or  diminish  the  quantity  of  labor  he  employs,  as  cir- 
cumstances may  require.  Here,  about  the  same  quantity  of  labor 
is  required  at  every  season,  and  the  planter  suffers  no  inconven- 
ience from  retaining  his  laborers  throughout  the  year.  Imagine  an 
extensive  rice  or  cotton  plantation  cultivated  by  free  laborers,  who 
might  perhaps  strike  for  an  increase  of  wages,  at  a  season  when 
the  neglect  of  a  few  days  would  insure  the  destniction  of  the  whole 
crop.  Even  if  it  were  possible  to  procure  laborers  at  all,  what 
planter  would  venture  to  carry  on  his  operations  under  such  cir- 
cumstances ?  I  need  hardly  say  that  these  staples  can  not  be  pro- 
duced to  any  extent  where  the  proprietor  of  the  soil  cultivates  it 
with  his  own  hands.  He  can  do  little  more  than  produce  the 
necessary  food  for  himself  and  his  family. 

And  what  would  be  the  effect  of  putting  an  end  to  the  cultiva- 
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tion  of  these  staples,  and  thus  annihilating,  at  a  blow,  two-thirds 
or  three-fourths  of  our  foreign  commerce  ?  Can  any  sane  mind 
contemplate  such  a  result  without  terror?  I  speak  not  of  the 
utter  poverty  and  misery  to  which  we  ourselves  would  be  reduced, 
and  the  desolation  which  would  overspread  our  own  portion  of 
the  country.  Our  slavery  has  not  only  given  existence  to  millions 
of  slaves  within  our  own  territories,  it  has  given  the  means  of 
subsistence,  and  therefore  existence,  to  millions  of  freemen  in  our 
confederate  States ;  enabling  them  to  send  forth  their  swarms  to 
overspread  the  plains  and  forests  of  the  West,  and  appear  as  the 
harbingers  of  civilization.  The  products  of  the  industry  of  those 
States  are  in  general  similar  to  those  of  the  civilized  world,  and 
are  little  demanded  in  their  markets.  By  exchanging  them  for 
ours,  which  are  everywhere  sought  for,  the  people  of  these  States 
are  enabled  to  acquire  all  the  products  of  art  and  industry,  all 
that  contributes  to  convenience  or  luxury,  or  gratifies  the  taste  or 
the  intellect,  which  the  rest  of  the  world  can  supply.  Not  only 
on  our  own  continent,  but  on  the  other,  it  has  given  existence  to 
hundreds  of  thousands,  and  the  means  of  comfortable  subsistence 
to  millions.  A  distinguished  citizen  of  our  own  State,  than  whom 
none  can  be  better  qualified  to  form  an  opinion,  has  lately  stated 
that  our  great  staple,  cotton,  has  contributed  more  than  any  thing 
else  of  later  times  to  the  progress  of  civilization.  By  enabling 
the  poor  to  obtain  cheap  and  becoming  clothing,  it  has  inspired  a 
taste  for  comfort,  the  first  stimulus  to  civilization.  Does  not  %df' 
defense^  then,  demand  of  us  steadily  to  resist  the  abrogation  of 
that  which  is  productive  of  so  much  good  ?  It  is  more  than  self- 
defense.  It  is  to  defend  millions  of  human  beings,  who  are  far 
removed  from  us,  from  the  intensest  suffering,  if  not  from  being 
struck  out  of  existence.  It  is  the  defense  of  human  civilization. 
But  this  is  but  a  small  part  of  the  evil  which  would  be  occa- 
sioned. After  President  Dew,  it  is  unnecessary  to  say  a  single 
word  on  the  practicability  of  colonizing  our  slaves.  The  two 
races,  so  widely  separated  from  each  other  by  the  impress  of 
nature,  must  remain  together  in  the  same  country.  Whether  it 
be  accounted  the  result  of  prejudice  or  reason,  it  is  certain  that 
the  two  races  will  not  be  blended  together  so  as  to  form  a  homo- 
genous population.  To  one  who  knows  any  thing  of  the  nature 
of  man  and  human  society,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  argue  that 
this  state  of  things  (^an  not  continue ;  but  that  one  race  must  be 
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driven  ont  by  the  other,  or  exterminated,  or  again  enslaved.  I 
have  argued  on  the  supposition  that  the  emancipated  negroes 
would  be  as  efficient  as  other  free  laborers.  But  whatever  theo- 
rists, who  know  nothing  of  the  matter,  may  think  proper  to  assume, 
we  well  know  that  this  would  not  be  so.  We  know  that  nothing 
but  the  coercion  of  slavery  can  overcome  their  propensity  to  indo- 
lence, and  that  not  one  in  ten  would  be  an  efficient*  laborer. 
Even  if  this  disposition  were  not  grounded  in  their  nature,  it 
would  be  a  result  of  their  position.  1  have  somewhere  seen  it 
observed,  that  to  be  degraded  by  opinion,  is  a  thousand  fold 
worse,  so  far  as  the  feelings  of  the  individuals  are  concerned, 
than  to  be  degraded  by  the  laws.  They  would  be  thus  degraded, 
and  this  feeling  is  incompatible  with  habits  of  order  and  industry. 
Half  our  population  would  at  once  be  paupers.  Let  an  inhabit- 
ant of  New-York  or  Philadelphia  conceive  of  the  situation  of 
their  respective  States,  if  one-half  of  their  population  consisted 
of  free  negroes.  The  tie  which  now  connects  them,  being  broken, 
the  different  races  would  be  estranged  from  each  other,  and  hos- 
tility would  grow  up  between  them.  Having  the  command  of 
their  own  time  and  actions,  they  could  more  effectually  combine 
insurrection,  and  provide  the  means  of  rendering  it  formidable. 
Beleased  from  the  vigilant  superintendence  which  now  restrains 
them,  they  would  infallibly  be  led  from  petty  to  greater  crimes, 
until  all  life  and  property  would  be  rendered  insecure.  Aggres- 
sion would  beget  retaliation^  until  open  war — and  that  a  war  of 
extermination — were  established.  From  the  still  remaining  supe- 
riority of  the  white  race,  it  is  probable  that  they  would  be  the 
victors,  and  if  they  did  not  exterminate,  they  must  again  reduce 
the  others  to  slavery — when  they  could  be  no  longer  fit  to  be 
either  slaves  or  freemen.  It  is  not  only  in  self-defense,  in  defense 
of  our  country  and  of  all  that  is  dear  to  us,  but  in  defense  of  the 
slaves  themselves,  that  we  reftise  to  emancipate  them. 

If  we  suppose  them  to  have  political  privileges,  and  to  be 
admitted  to  the  elective  franchise,  still  worse  results  may  be 
expected.*  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  add  any  thing  to  what  has 
been,  said  by  Mr.  Paulding  on  this  subject,  who  has  treated  it 
ftiUy.  It  is  already  known,  that  if  there  be  a  class  unfavorably 
distinguished  by  any  peculiarity  from  the  rest  of  society,  this 

*  Example  of  St  DomiDgo. 
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distinction  forms  a  tie  which  binds  them  to  act  in  concert,  and 
they  exeraise  more  than  their  due  share  of  political  power  and 
influence — and  still  more,  as  they  are  of  inferior  character  and 
looser  moral  principle.  Such  a  class  form  the  very  material  for 
demogogues  to  work  with.  Other  parties  court  them,  and  con- 
cede to  them.  So  it  would  be  with  the  free  blacks  in  the  case 
supposed.  They  would  be  used  by  unprincipled  politicians,  of 
irregular  ambition,  for  the  advancement  of  their  schemes,  until 
they  should  give  them  political  power  and  importance  beyond 
even  their  own  intentions.  They  would  be  courted  by  excited 
parties  in  their  contests  with  each  other.  At  some  time,  they 
may  perhaps  attain  political  ascendancy,  and  this  is  more  prob- 
able, as  we  may  suppose  that  there  will  have  been  a  great  emi- 
gration of  whites  from  the  country.  Imagine  the  government  of 
such  legislators.  Imagine  then  the  sort  of  laws  that  will  be 
passed,  to  confound  the  invidious  distinction  which  has  been  so 
long  assumed  over  them,  and,  if  possible,  to  obliterate  the  very 
memory  of  it.  These  will  be  resisted.  The  blacks  will  be 
tempted  to  avenge  themselves  by  oppression  and  proscription  of 
the  white  race,  for  their  long  superiority.  Thus  matters  will  go 
on,  until  universal  anarchy,  or  kakistocracy,  the  government  of 
the  worst,  is  fully  established.  I  am  persuaded  that  if  the  spirit 
of  evil  should  devise  to  send  abroad  upon  the  earth  all  possible 
misery,  discord,  horror,  and  atrocity,  he  could  contrive  no  scheme 
so  effectual  as  the  emancipation  of  negro  slaves  within  our 
country. 

The  most  feasible  scheme  of  emancipation,  and  that  which  I 
verily  believe  would  involve  the  least  danger  and  sacrifice,  would 
be  that  the  entire  white  population  should  emigrate,  and  abandon 
the  country  to  their  slaves.  Here  would  be  triumph  to  philan- 
thropy. This  wide  and  fertile  region  would  be  again  restored  to 
ancient  barbarism — ^to  the  worst  of  all  barbarism — ^barbarism 
corrupted  and  depraved  by  intercourse  with  civilization.  And 
this  is  the  consummation  to  be  wished,  upon  a  speculation^  that 
in  some  distant  future  age,  they  may  become  so  enlightened  and 
improved,  as  to  be  capable  of  sustaining  a  position  among,  the 
civilized  races  of  the  earth.  But  I  believe  moralists  allow  men 
to  defend  their  homes  and  their  country,  even  at  the  expense  of 
the  lives  and  liberties  of  others. 

Will  any  philanthropist  say  that  the  evils,  of  which  I  have 
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spoken,  would  be  brought  about  only  by  the  obduracy,  prejudices, 
and  OTorweening  self-estimation  of  die  whites  in  refusing  to  blend 
die  races  by  marriage,  and  so  create  a  homogenous  population!* 
But  what,  if  it  be  not  prejudice,  but  truth,  and  nature,  and  right 
reason,  and  just  moral  feeling!  As  I  have  before  said,  through- 
out the  whole  of  nature,  like  attracts  like,  and  that  which  is  un- 
like repels.  What  is  it  that  makes  so  unspeakably  loathsome, 
crimes  not  to  be  named,  and  hardly  alluded  to  f  Even  among 
die  nations  of  Europe,  so  nearly  homogenous,  there  are  some 
peculiarities  of  form  and  feature,  mind  and  character,  which  may 
be  generally  distinguished  by  those  accustomed  to  observe  them. 
Though  the  exceptions  are  numerous,  I  will  venture  to  say  that 
not  in  one  instance  in  a  hundred,  is  the  man  of  sound  and  un- 
sophisticated tastes  and  propensities  so  likely  to  be  attracted  by 
the  female  of  a  foreign  stock,  as  by  one  of  his  own,  who  is  more 
nearly  conformed  to  himself.  Shakspeare  spoke  the  language  of 
nature,  when  he  made  the  senate  and  people  of  Venice  attribute 
to  the  effect  of  witchcraft,  Desdemona's  passion  for  Othello — 
though,  as  Coleridge  has  said,  we  are  to  conceive  of  him  not  as 
a  negro,  but  as  a  high  bred  Moorish  chief. 

If  the  n^ro  race,  as  I  have  contended,  be  inferior  to  our  own 
in  mind  and  character,  marked  by  inferiority  of  form  and  features, 
then  ours  would  suffer  deterioration  from  such  intermixture. 
What  would  be  thought  of  the  moral  conduct  of  the  parent  who 
should  voluntarily  transmit  disease,  or  fetuity,  or  deformity  to 
his  ofispring !  If  man  be  the  most  perfect  work  of  the  Creator, 
and  the  civilized  European  man  the  most  perfect  variety  of  the 
human  race,  is  he  not  criminal  who  would  desecrate  and  de&ce 
Ood's  fairest  work ;  estranging  it  further  from  the  image  of  him^ 
self^  and  conforming  it  more  nearly  to  that  of  the  brute  ?  I  have 
heard  it  said,  as  if  it  afforded  an  argument,  that  the  African  is  as 
well  satisfied  of  the  superiority  of  his  own  complexion,  form,  and 
features,  as  we  can  be  of  ours.  If  this  were  true,  as  it  is  not, 
would  any  one  be  so  recreant  to  his  own  civilization,  as  to  say 
that  his  opinion  ought  to  weigh  against  ours — that  there  is  no 
universal  standard  of  truth,  and  grace,  and  beauty — that  the  Hot- 
tentot Venus  may  perchance  possess  as  great  perfection  of  form 


*  Effects  in  Mexico  and  South  American  republicn  among  the  mongrel  races. 
See  Prof.  Christy's  Ethiopia. 
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as  the  Mediccan  ?  It  is  true,  the  licentious  passions  of  men  over- 
come the  natural  repugnance,  and  find  transient  gratification  in 
intercourse  with  females  of  the  other  race.  But  this  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  making  her  the  associate  of  life,  the  com- 
panion of  the  bosom  and  the  hearth.  Him  who  would  contem- 
plate such  an  alliance  for  himself,  or  regard  it  with  patience, 
when  proposed  for  a  son,  or  daughter,  or  sister,  we  should  esteem 
a  degraded  wretch — with  justice,  certainly,  if  he  Y^ere  found 
among  ourselves — and  the  estimate  would  not  be  very  different 
if  he  were  found  in  Europe.  It  is  not  only  in  defense  of  our- 
selves, of  our  country,  and  of  our  own  generation,  that  we  refuse 
to  emancipate  our  slaves,  but  to  defend  our  posterity  and  race 
from  degeneracy  and  degradation. 

Are  we  not  justified  then  in  regarding  as  criminals,  the  fanatical 
agitators  whose  efforts  are  intended  to  bring  about  the  evils  I 
have  described  ?  It  is  sometimes  said  that  their  zeal  is  generous 
and  disinterested,  and  that  their  motives  may  be  praised,  though 
their  conduct  be  condemned.  But  I  have  little  faith  in  the  good 
motives  of  those  who  pursue  bad  ends.  It  is  not  for  us  to  scruti- 
nize the  hearts  of  men,  and  we  can  only  judge  of  them  by  the 
tendency  of  their  actions.  There  is  much  truth  in  what  was  said 
by  Coleridge.  "I  have  never  known  a  trader  in  philanthropy 
who  was  not  wrong  in  heart  somehow  or  other.  Individuals  so 
distinguished,  are  .usually  unhappy  in  their  family  relations — ^men 
not  benevolent  or  beneficent  to  individuals,  but  almost  hostile  to 
them,  yet  lavishing  money  and  labor  and  time  on  the  race — the 
abstract  notion."  The  prurient  love  of  notoriety  actuates  some. 
There  is  much  luxury  in  sentiment,  especially  if  it  can  be 
indulged  at  the  expense  of  others,  and  if  there  be  added  some 
share  of  envy  or  malignity,  the  temptation  to  indulgence  is  almost 
irresistible.  But  certainly  they  may  be  justly  regarded  as  crimi- 
nal, who  obstinately  shut  their  eyes  and  close  their  ears  to  all 
instruction  with  respect  to  the  true  nature  of  their  actions. 

It  must  be  manifest  to  every  man  of  sane  mind  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  them  to  achieve  ultimate  success;  even  if  every 
individual  in  our  country,  out  of  the  limits  of  the  slaveholding 
States,  were  united  in  their  purposes.  They  can  not  have  even 
the  miserable  triumph  of  St.  Domingo — of  advancing  through 
scenes  of  atrocity,  blood  and  massacre,  to  the  restoration  of  bar- 
barism.   They  may  agitate  and  perplex  the  world  for  a  time. 


ON    SOCIAL  LIFE.  623 

They  may  excite  to  desperate  attempts  and  particnlar  acts  of 
cruelty  and  horror,  but  these  will  always  be  suppressed  or  avenged 
at  the  expense  of  the  objects  of  their  truculent  philanthropy.  But 
short  of  this,  they  can  hardly  be  aware  of  the  extent  of  the  mis- 
chief they  perpetrate.  As  I  have  said,  their  opinions,  by  means 
to  us  inscrutable,  do  very  generally  reach  our  slave  population. 
What  human  being,  if  unfavorably  distinguished  by  outward 
circumstances,  is  not  ready  to  believe  when  he  is  told  that  he  is 
the  victim  of  injustice  ?  Is  it  not  cruelty  to  make  men  restless  and 
dissatisfied  in  their  condition,  when  no  effort  of  theirs  can  alter 
it  ?  The  greatest  injury  is  done  to  their  characters,  as  well  as  to 
their  happiness.  Even  if  no  such  feelings  or  designs  should  be 
entertained  or  conceived  by  the  slave,  they  will  be  attributed  to 
him  by  the  master,  and  all  his  conduct  scanned  with  a  severe  and 
jealous  scrutiny.  Thus  distrust  and  aversion  are  established, 
where,  but  for  mischievous  interference,  there  would  be  confidence 
and  good- will,  and  a  sterner  control  is  exercised  over  the  slave 
who  thus  becomes  the  victim  of  his  cruel  advocates.* 

An  effect  is  sometimes  produced  on  the  minds  of  slaveholders, 
by  the  publications  of  the  self-styled  philanthropists,  and  their 
judgments  staggered  and  consciences  alarmed.  It.is  natural  that 
the  oppressed  should  hate  the  oppressor.  It  is  still  more  natural 
that  the  oppressor  should  hate  his  victim.  Convince  the  master 
that  he  is  doing  injustice  to  his  slave,  and  he  at  once  begins  to 
regard  him  with  distrust  and  malignity.  It  is  a  part  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  human  mind,  that  when  circumstances  of  necessity 
or  temptation  induce  men  to  continue  in  the  practice  of  what  they 
believe  to  be  wrong,  they  become  desperate  and  reckless  of  the 
degree  of  wrong.  I  have  formerly  heard  of  a  master  who  ac- 
counted for  his  practicing  much  severity  upon  his  slaves,  and  ex- 
acting from  them  an  unusual  degree  of  labor,  by  saying  that  the 
thing  (slavery)  was  altogether  wrong,  and  therefore  it  was  well 

*  On  the  abolition  of  slavery,  Mr.  Adams  observed  :  "It  is  the  only  part  of 
European  democracy  which  will  find  no  favor  in  the  United  States.  It  may 
aggravate  the  condition  of  slaves  in  the  South,  but  the  result  of  the  Missouri 
question,  and  the  attitude  of  parties,  have  silenced .  most  of  the  declaimers  on 
the  subject.  This  stat«  of  things  is  not  to  continue  forever.  It  is  possible  that 
the  danger  of  the  abolition  doctrines,  when  brought  home  to  Southern  states- 
men, may  teach  them  the  value  of  the  Union,  as  the  only  means  which  can 
maintain  their  systsm  of  slavery."— Life  of  J.  Q.  Adams,  page  111, ^Editor. 
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to  make  the  greatest  possible  advantage  out  of  it.  This  agitation 
occasions  some  slaveholders  to  hang  more  loosely  on  their  country. 
Regarding  the  institution  as  of  questionable  character,  condemned 
by  the  general  opinion  of  the  world,  and  one  which  mast  shortly 
come  to  an  end,  they  hold  themselves  in  readiness  to  make  their 
escape  from  the  evil  which  they  anticipate.  Some  sell  their  slaves 
to  new  masters  (always  a  misfortune  to  the  slave)  and  remove 
themselves  to  other  societies,  of  manners  and  habits  nncongenial 
to  their  own.  And  though  we  may  suppose  that  it  is  only  the  weak 
and  the  timid  who  are  liable  to  be  thus  affected,  still  it  is  do  less 
an  injury  and  public  misfortune.  Society  is  kept  in  an  unquiet 
and  restless  state,  and  eveiy  sort  of  improvement  is  retarded. 

Some  projectors  suggest  the  education  of  slaves,  with  a  view  to 
prepare  them  for  freedom — ^as  if  there  were  any  method  of  a  man's 
being  educated  to  freedom,  but  by  himself.  The  truth  is,  however, 
that  supposing  that  they  are  shortly  to  be  emancipated,  and  that 
they  have  the  capacities  of  any  other  race,  they  are  undergoing  the 
very  best  education  which  it  is  possible  to  give.  They  are  in  the 
course  of  being  taught  habits  of  regular  and  patient  industry,  and 
this  is  the  first  lesson  which  is  required.  I  suppose  that  their  most 
zealous  advocates  would  not  desire  that  they  should  be  placed  in  the 
high  places  of  society  immediately  upon  their  emancipation,  but 
that  they  should  begin  their  course  of  freedom  as  laborere,  and  raise 
themselves  afterward  as  their  capacities  and  characters  might  enable 
them.  But  how  little  would  what  are  commonly  called  the  rudi- 
ments of  education,  add  to  their  qualifications  as  laborers  ?  But  for 
the  agitation  which  exists,  however,  their  education  would  be  car- 
ried further  than  this.  There  is  a  constant  tendency  in  our  sode^ 
to  extend  the  sphere  of  their  employments,  and  consequently  to  give 
them  the  information  which  is  necessary  to  the  discharge  of  those 
employments.  And  this,  for  the  most  obvious  reason,  it  pro- 
motes the  master's  interest.  How  much  would  it  add  to  the  value 
of  a  slave,  that  he  should  be  capable  of  being  employed  as  a  clerk, 
or  be  able  to  make  calculations  as  a  mechanic?  In  consequence, 
however,  of  the  fanatical  spirit  which  has  been  excited,  it  has 
been  thought  necessary  to  repress  this  tendency  by  legislation,  and 
to  prevent  their  acquiring  the  knowledge  of  which  they  might 
make  a  dangerous  use.  If  this  spirit  were  put  down,  and  we  re- 
stored to  the  consciousness  of  security,  this  would  be  no  longer 
necessary,  and  the  process  of  which  I  have  spoken  would  be  ac- 
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celerated.  Whenever  indications  of  superior  capacity  appeared 
in  a  slave,  it  would  be  cultivated ;  gradual  improvement  would 
take  place,  until  they  might  be  engaged  in  as  various  employ- 
ments as  they  were  among  the  ancients — perhaps  even  liberal 
ones.  Thus,  if  in  the  adorable  providence  of  God,  at  a  time  and 
in  a  manner  which  we  can  neither  foresee  nor  conjecture,  they  are 
to  be  rendered  capable  of  freedom  and  to  enjoy  it,  they  would  be 
prepared  for  it  in  the  best  and  most  effectual,  because  in  the  most 
natural  and  gradual  manner.  But  &naticism  hurries  to  its  effect 
at  once.  I  have  heard  it  said,  God  does  good,  but  it  is  by  imper- 
ceptible degrees ;  the  devil  is  permitted  to  do  evil,  and  he  does  it 
in  a  hurry.  The  beneficent  processes  of  nature  are  not  apparent 
to  the  senses.  You  cannot  see  the  plant  grow,  or  the  flower  ex- 
pand. The  volcano,  the  earthquake,  and  the  hurricane,  do  their 
work  of  desolation  in  a  moment.  Such  would  be  the  desolation, 
if  the  schemes  of  fanatics  were  permitted  to  have  effect.  They 
do  all  that  in  them  lies  to  thwart  the  beneficent  purposes  of  provi- 
dence. The  whole  tendency  of  their  efforts  is  to  aggravate  present 
suffering,  and  to  cut  off  the  chance  of  future  improvement,  and  in 
all  their  bearings  and  results,  have  produced,  and  are  likely  to 
produce,  nothing  but  '^  pure,  unmixed,  dephlegmated,  defecated 
evil." 

If  Wilberforce  or  Olarkson  were  living,  and  it  were  inquired 
of  them  ^^  can  you  be  sure  that  you  have  promoted  the  happiness 
of  a  single  human  being  ? "  I  imagine  that,  if  they  considered 
conscientiously,  they  would  find  it  difficult  to  answer  in  the  affirm- 
ative.  If  it  were  asked  ''  can  you  be  sure  that  you  have  not  been 
the  cause  of  suffering,  misery  and  death  to  thousands," — when 
we  recollect  that  they  probably  stimulated  the  exertions  of  the 
amis  des  noira  in  France,  and  that  through  the  efforts  of  these  the 
horrors  of  St.  Domingo  were  perpetrated — ^I  think  they  must  hesi- 
tate long  to  return  a  decided  negative.  It  might  seem  cruel,  if 
we  could,  to  convince  a  man  who  has  devoted  his  life  to  what  he 
esteemed  a  good  and  generous  purpose,  that  he  has  been  doing 
only  evil — that  he  has  been  worshiping  a  horrid  fiend,  in  the 
place  of  the  ti*ue  God.  But  fanaticism  is  in  no  danger  of  being 
convinced.*  It  is  one  of  the  mysteries  of  our  nature,  and  of  the 
divine  government,  how  utterly  disproportioned  to  each  other  are 
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the  powers  of  doing  evil  and  of  doing  good.  The  poorest  and 
most  abject  instrument,  that  is  utterly  imbecile  for  any  purpose  of 
good,  seems  sometimes  endowed  with  almost  the  powers  of  omnip- 
otence for  mischief.  A  mole  may  inundate  a  province — a  spark 
'  from  a  forge  may  conflagrate  a  city — a  whisper  may  separate 
friends — a  rumor  may  convulse  an  empire — but  when  we  would 
do  benefit  to  our  race  or  country,  the  purest  and  most  chastened 
motives,  the  most  patient  thought  and  labor,  with  the  humblest 
self-distrust,  are  hardly  sufficient  to  assure  us  that  the  results  may 
not  disappoint  our  expectations,  and  that  we  may  not  do  evil  in- 
stead of  good.  But  are  we  therefore  to  refrain  from  efforts  to 
benefit  our  race  and  country  ?  By  np  means :  but  these  motives, 
this  labor  and  self-distrust  are  the  only  conditions  upon  which  we 
are  permitted  to  hope  for  success.  Very  different  indeed  is  the 
course  of  those  whose  precipitate  and  ignorant  zeal  would  over- 
turn the  fundamental  institutions  of  society,  uproar  its  peace  and 
endanger  its  security,  in  pursuit  of  a  distant  and  shadowy  good, 
of  which  they  themselves  have  formed  no  definite  conception — 
whose  atrocious  philosophy  would  sacrifice  a  generation — and 
more  than  one  generation — ^for  any  hypothesis. 
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LETTEB  I. 


Statement  of  the  Question — Slave  Trade  increased  by  the  efforts  made  to  sap- 
press  it — Title  to  Slaves,  to  Lands — Abstract  Ideas — Is  Slavery  Sin  ? — Ai^gu- 
ment  from  the  Old  Testament — Argument  from  the  New  Testament — The 
"Higher  Law" — Political  Influence  of  Slavery — Free  Labor  Police — In 
war,  Slavery  is  Strength — Code  of  Honor — ^Mercantile  Credit — Religion  and 
Education  —  Licentiousness  and  Purity — Economy  of  Slave  Labor,  and 
of  Free  Labor — Responsibility  of  Power — Kindness  and  Cruelty — Curtail- 
ment of  Privileges — Punishment  of  Slaves,  children  and  soldiers — Police  of 
Slavery — Condition  of  Slaves — Condition  of  Free  Laborers  in  England — 
Slavery  a  necessary  condition  of  human  Society — ^Moral  Suasion  of  the  Abo- 
litionists— Coolie  Labor — Results  of  Emancipation  in  the  West  Indies — ^Re- 
vival of  the  Slave  Trade  by  Emancipationists — Results  of  Emancipation  in 
the  United  States — ^Radicalism  of  the  present  Age. 

Silver  Bluff,  (So.  Ca.,)  January  28, 1845. 

Sir:  I  received,  a  short  time  ago,  a  letter  from  the  Kev.  Wil- 
loughby  M.  Dickinson,  dated  at  your  residence,  "  Playford  Hall, 
near  Ipswich,  26th  November,  1844,"  in  which  was  inclosed  a 
copy  of  your  Gircalar  Letter,  addressed  to  processing  Christians 
in  onr  Northern  States,  having  no  concern  with  slavery,  and  to 
others  there.  I  presmne  that  Mr.  Dickinson's  letter  was  written 
with  your  knowledge,  and  the  document  inclosed  with  your  con- 
sent and  approbation.  I  therefore  feel  that  there  is  no  impropri- 
ety in  my  addressing  my  reply  directly  to  yourself,  especially  as 
there  is  nothing  in  Mr.  Dickinson's  communication  requiring 
serious  notice.  Having  abundant  leisure,  it  will  be  a  recreation 
to  devote  a  portion  of  it  to  an  examination  and  free  discussion  of 
the  question  of  slavery  as  it  exists  in  our  Southern  States :  and 
since  you  have  thrown  down  the  gauntlet  to  me,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  take  it  up. 

(639) 
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Familiar  as  you  have  been  with  the  discussions  of  this  subject 
in  all  its  aspects,  and  under  all  the  excitements  it  has  occasioned 
for  sixty  years  past,  I  may  not  be  able  to  present  much  that  will 
be  new  to  you.  Nor  ought  I  to  indulge  the  hope  of  materially 
affecting  the  opinions  you  have  so  long  cherished,  and  so  zeal- 
ously promulgated.  Still,  time  and  experience  have  developed 
fJEU^ts,  constantly  furnishing  fresh  tests  to  opinions  formed  sixty 
years  since,  and  continually  placing  this  great  question  in  points 
of  view,  which  could  scarcely  occur  to  the  most  consummate  intel- 
lect even  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago :  and  which  may  not  have 
occurred  yet  to  those  whose  previous  convictions,  prejudices,  and 
habits  of  thought,  have  thoroughly  and  permanently  biased  them 
to  one  fixed  way  of  looking  at  the  matter :  while  there  are  pecu- 
liarities in  the  operation  of  every  social  system,  and  special  local 
as  well  as  moral  causes  materially  affecting  it,  which  no  one, 
placed  at  the  distance  you  are  from  us,  can  ftiUy  comprehend  or 
properly  appreciate.  Besides,  it  may  be  possibly,  a  novelty  to 
you  to  encounter  one  who  conscientiously  believes  the  domestic 
slavery  of  these  States  to  be  not  only  an  inexorable  necessity  for 
the  present,  but  a  moral  and  humane  institution,  productive  of 
the  greatest  political  and  social  advantages,  and  who  is  disposed, 
as  I  am,  to  defend  it  on  these  grounds. 

I  do  not  propose,  however,  to  defend  the  African  slave  trade. 
That  is  no  longer  a  question.  Doubtless  great  evils  arise  from  it 
as  it  has  been,  and  is  now  conducted :  unnecessai'y  wars  and  cruel 
kidnapping  in  Africa:  the  most  shocking  barbarities  in  the  mid- 
dle passage :  and  perhaps  a  less  humane  system  of  slavery  in 
countries  continually  supplied  with  fresh  laborers  at  a  cheap  rate. 
The  evils  of  it,  however,  it  may  be  fairly  presumed,  are  greatly 
exaggerated.  And  if  I  might  judge  of  the  truth  of  transactions 
stated  as  occurring  in  this  trade,  by  that  of  those  reported  as 
transpiring  among  us,  I  should  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  a  large 
proportion  of  the  stories  in  circulation  are  unfounded,  and  most 
of  the  remainder  highly  colored. 

On  the  passage  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  prohibiting  this  trade 
to  British  subjects  rests,  what  you  esteem,  the  glory  of  your  life. 
It  required  twenty  years  of  arduous  agitation,  and  the  intervening 
extraordinary  political  events,  to  convince  your  countrymen,  and 
among  the  rest  your  pious  king,  of  the  expediency  of  the  measure : 
and  it  is  but  just  to  say,  that  no  one  individual  rendered  more  es- 
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esBential  service  to  the  cause  than  you  did.  In  reflecting  on  the 
subject,  you  can  not  but  often  ask  yourself:  What,  after  all,  has 
been  accomplished ;  how  much  human  suffering  has  been  averted ; 
how  many  human  beings  have  been  rescued  from  transatlantic 
slavery !  And  on  the  answers  you  can  give  these  questions,  must 
in  a  great  measure,  I  presume,  depend  the  happiness  of  your  life. 
In  framing  them,  how  frequently  must  you  be  reminded  of  the  re- 
mark of  Mr.  Grosveuor,  in  one  of  the  early  debates  upon  the  sub- 
ject, which  I  believe  you  have  yourself  recorded,  "that  he  had 
twenty  objections  to  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade :  the  first  was, 
that  it  was  impossible — the  rest  he  need  not  give."  Can  you  say 
to  yourself,  or  to  the  world,  that  this  first  objection  of  Mr.  Grosvo- 
nor  has  been  yet  confuted  i  It  was  estimated  at  the  commencement 
of  your  agitation  in  1787,  that  forty-five  thousand  Africans  were 
annually  transported  to  America  and  the  West  Indies.  And  the 
mortality  of  the  middle  passage,  computed  by  some  at  five,  is 
now  admitted  not  to  have  exceeded  nine  per  cent.  Notwithstand- 
ing your  Act  of  Parliament,  the  previous  abolition  by  the  United 
States,  and  that  all  the  powers  in  the  world  have  subsequently 
prohibited  this  trade — some  of  the  greatest  of  them  declaring  it 
piracy,  and  covering  the  African  seas  with  armed  vessels  to  pre- 
vent it — Sir  Thomas  Fowel  Buxton,  a  coadjutor  of  yours,  declared 
in  1840,  that  the  number  of  Africans  now  annually  sold  into 
slavery  beyond  the  sea,  amounts,  at  the  very  least,  to  one  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  souls ;  while  the  mortality  of  the  middle  pass- 
age has  increased,  in  consequence  of  the  measures  taken  to  sup- 
press the  trade,  to  twenty-five  or  thirty  per  cent.  And  of  the 
one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  slaves  who  have  been  captured 
and  liberated  by  British  men-of-war,  since  the  passage  of  your 
Act,  Judge  Jay,  an  American  abolitionist,  asserts  that  one  hund- 
red thousand,  or  two-thirds,  have  perished  between  their  capture 
and  liberation.  Does  it  not  really  seem  that  Mr.  Grosvenor  was 
a  prophet ?  That  though  nearly  all  the  "impossibilities "  of  1787 
have  vanished,  and  become  as  familiar  facts  as  our  household 
customs,  under  the  magic  infiuence  of  steam,  cotton,  and  univer- 
sal peace,  yet  this  wonderful  prophecy  still  stands,  defying  time 
and  the  energy  and  genius  of  mankind.  Thousands  of  valuable 
lives,  and  fifty  millions  of  pounds  sterling,  have  been  thrown 
away  by  your  government  in  fruitless  attempts  to  overturn  it.  I 
hope  you  have  not  lived  too  long  for  your  own  happiness,  though 
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you  have  been  spared  to  see  that  in  spite  of  all  joar  toils  and 
those  of  your  fellow  laborers,  and  the  accomplishment  of  all  that 
human  agency  could  do,  the  African  slave  trade  has  increased 
three-fold  under  your  own  eyes — more  rapidly,  perhaps,  than 
any  other  ancient  branch  of  commerce — ^and  that  your  efforts  to 
suppress  it,  have  affected  nothing  more  than  a  three-fold  increase 
of  its  horrors.  There  is  a  God  who  rules  this  world — ^all-power- 
ful— far-seeing :  He  does  not  permit  his  creatures  to  foil  his  de- 
signs. It  is  he  who,  for  his  all-wise,  though  to  us  often  inscruta- 
ble purposes,  throws  "  impossibilities"  in  the  way  of  our  fondest 
hopes  and  most  strenuous  exertions.     Can  you  doubt  this  % 

Experience  having  settled  the  point,  that  this  trade  can  not  ie 
(iboliaAed  hy  the  vse  of  force^  and  that  blockading  squadrons 
serve  only  to  make  it  more  profitable  and  more  cruel,  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  attempt  is  persisted  in,  unless  it  serves  as  a  doak 
to  other  purposes.  It  would  be  far  better  than  it  now  is,  for  the 
African,  if  the  trade  was  free  from  all  restrictions,  and  lefl  to  the 
mitigation  and  decay  which  time  and  competition  would  surely 
bring  about.  If  kidnapping,  both  secretly,  and  by  war  made  for 
the  purpose,  could  be  by  any  means  prevented  in  Africa,  the  next 
greatest  blessing  you  could  bestow  upon  that  country  would  be  to 
transport  its  actual  slaves  in  comfortable  vessels  across  the  Atlan- 
tic. Though  they  might  be  perpetual  bondsmen,  still  they  would 
emerge  from  darkness  into  light — from  barbarism  into  civiliza- 
tion— from  idolatry  to  Christianity — ^in  short  from  death  to  life. 

But  let  us  leave  the  African  slave  ti*ade,  which  has  so  signally 
defeated  the  philanthropy  of  the  world,  and  turn  to  American 
slavery,  to  which  you  have  now  directed  your  attention,  and 
against  which  a  crusade  has  been  preached  as  enthusiastic  and 
ferocious  as  that  of  Peter  the  Hermit — destined,  I  believe,  to  be 
about  as  successful.  And  here  let  me  say,  there  is  a  vast  differ- 
ence between  the  two,  though  you  may  not  acknowledge  it  The 
wisdom  of  ages  has  concurred  in  the  justice  and  expediency  of 
establishing  rights  by  prescriptive  use,  however  tortuous  in  their 
origin  they  may  have  been.  You  would  deem  a  man  insane, 
whose  keen  sense  of  equity  would  lead  him  to  denounce  your 
right  to  the  lands  you  hold,  and  which  perhaps  you  inherited 
from  a  long  line  of  ancestry,  because  your  title  was  derived  from 
a  Saxon  or  Ndrmaii  conqueror,  and  your  lands  were  originally 
wrested  by  violence  from  the  vanquished  Britons.    And  so  would 
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the  New  England  abolitionists  regard  any  one  who  would  insist 
that  he  should  restore  his  farm  to  the  descendants  of  the  slaugh- 
tered red  men,  to  whom  God  had  as  clearly  given  it  as  he  gave 
life  and  freedom  to  the  kidnapped  African.  That  time  does  not 
consecrate  wrong,  is  a  fallacy  which  all  history  exposes;  and 
which  the  best  and  wisest  men  of  all  ages  and  professions  of  re- 
ligious faith  have  practically  denied.  The  means,  therefore, 
whatever  they  may  have  been,  by  which  the  African  race  now  in 
this  country  have  been  reduced  to  slavery,  cannot  affect  us,  since 
they  are  our  property,  as  your  land  is  youre,  by  inheritance  or 
purchase  and  prescriptive  right.  You  will  say  that  man  cannot 
hold  property  in  man.  The  answer  is,  that  he  can  and  acttuUly 
does  hold  property  in  his  fellow  all  the  world  over,  in  a  variety  of 
forms,  and  h^is  always  done  so.  I  will  show  presently  his  au- 
thority for  doing  it. 

K  you  were  to  ask  me  whether  I  am  an  advocate  of  slavery  in 
the  abstract,  I  should  probably  answer,  that  I  am  not,  according 
to  my  understanding  of  the  question.  I  do  not  like  to  deal  in 
abstractions.  It  seldom  leads  to  any  useful  ends.  There  are  few 
universal  truths.  I  do  not  now  remember  any  single  moral  truth 
univeMally  acknowledged.  We  have  no  assurance  that  it  is 
given  to  our  finite  understanding  to  comprehend  abstract  moral 
truth.  Apart  from  revelation  and  the  inspired  writings,  what 
ideas  should  we  have  even  of  God,  salvation,  and  immortality  ? 
Let  the  heathen  answer.  Justice  itself  is  impalpable  as  an  ab- 
straction, and  abstract  liberty  the  merest  phantasy  that  ever 
amused  the  imagination.  This  world  was  made  for  man,  and 
man  for  the  world  as  it  is.  We  ourselves,  our  relations  with  one 
another  and  with  all  matter,  are  real,  not  ideal.  I  might  say  that 
I  am  no  more  in  favor  of  slavery  in  the  abstract,  than  I  am  of 
poverty,  disease,  deformity,  idiocy,  or.  any  other  inequality  in  the 
condition  of  the  human  family ;  that  I  love  perfection,  and  think 
I  should  enjoy  a  millennium  such  as  God^has  promised.  But 
what  would  it  amount  to  I  A  pledge  that  I  would  join  you  to  set 
about  eradicating  those  apparently  inevitable  evils  of  our  nature, 
in  equalizing  the  condition  of  all  mankind,  consummating  the 
perfection  of  our  race,  and  introducing  the  millennium !  By  no 
means.  To  effect  these  things,  belongs  exclusively  to  a  higher 
power.  And  it  would  be  well  for  us  to  leave  the  Almighty  to 
perfect  his  own  works  and  fulfill  his  own  covenants.    Especially, 
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as  the  history  of  the  past  shows  how  entirely  futile  all  haman 
efforts  have  proved,  when  made  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  him  in 
carrying  out  even  his  revealed  designs,  and  how  invariably  he 
has  accomplished  them  by  unconscious  instruments,  and  in  the 
face  of  human  expectation.  Nay  more,  that  every  attempt  which 
has  been  made  by  fallible  man  to  extort  from  the  world  obedience 
to  his  '^abstract''  notions  of  right  and  wrong,  has  been  invariably 
attended  with  calamities  dire,  and  extended  just  in  proportion  to 
the  breadth  and  vigor  of  the  movement.  On  slavery  in  the  ab- 
stract, then,  it  would  not  be  amiss  to  have  as  little  as  possible  to 
say.  Let  us  contemplate  it  as  it  is.  And  thus  contemplating  it, 
the  first  question  we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is,  whether  it  is  con* 
trary  to  the  will  of  God,  as  revealed  to  us  in  his  Holy  Scriptures — 
the  only  certain  means  given  us  to  ascertain  his  will.  K  it  is, 
then  slavery  is  a  sin.  And  I  admit  at  once  that  every  man  is 
bound  to  set  his  face  against  it,  and  to  emancipate  his  slaves, 
should  he  hold  any. 

Let  us  open  th^e  Holy  Scriptures.  In  the  twentieth  chapter 
of  Exodus,  seventeenth  verse,  I  find  the  following  words :  ^'  Thou 
shalt  not  covet  thy  neighbor's  house,  thou  shalt  not  .covet  thy 
neighbor's  wife,  nor  his  man-servant,  nor  his  maid-servant,  nor 
his  ox,  nor  his  ass,  nor  any  thing  that  is  thy  neighbor's" — which 
is  the  tenth  of  those  commandments  that  declare  the  essential 
principles  of  the  great  moral  law  delivered  to  Moses  by  God  him- 
self. Now,  discarding  all  technical  and  verbal  quibbling  as 
wholly  unworthy  to  be  used  in  interpreting  the  word  of  God, 
what  is  the  plain  meaning,  undoubted  intent,  and  true  spirit  of 
this  commandment?  Does  it  not  emphatically  and  explicitly 
forbid  you  to  disturb  your  neighbor  in  the  enjoyment  of  his  prop- 
erty ;  and  more  especially  of  that  which  is  here  specifically  men- 
tioned as  being  lawfully,  and  by  this  commandment  made  sacredly 
his  ?  Prominent  in  the  catalogue  stands  his  ^^  man-servant  and 
his  maid-servant,"  who  are  thus  distinctly  consecrated  as  hU 
property^  and  guaranteed  to  him  for  his  exclusive  benefit,  in  the 
most  solemn  manner.  You  attempt  to  avert  the  otherwise  irre- 
sistible conclusion,  that  slavery  was  thus  ordained  by  God,  by 
declaring  that  the  word  '^ slave"  is  not  used  here,  and  is  not  lobe 
found  in  the  Bible.  And  I  have  seen  many  learned  dissertatiooB 
on  this  point  from  abolition  pens.  It  is  well  known  that  both  the 
Hebrew  and  Greek  words  translated  '^ servant"  in  the  ScriptureSi 
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means  also,  and  most  usually,  ^^  slave."  The  use  of  the  one 
word,  instead  of  the  other,  was  a  mere  matter  of  taste  with  the 
translators  of  the  Bible,  as  it  has  been  with  all  the  commentators 
and  religious  writers,  the  latter  of  whom  have,  I  believe,  for  the 
most  part,  adopted  the  term  ''  slave,"  or  used  both  terms  indis- 
criminately. K,  then,  these  Hebrew  and  Greek  words  include 
the  idea  of  both  systems  of  servitude,  the  conditional  and  uncon- 
ditional, they  should,  as  the  major  includes  the  minor  prop>o8ition, 
be  always  translated  ^^  slaves,"  unless  the  sense  of  the  whole  text 
forbids  it.  The  real  question,  then  is,  what  idea  is  intended  to  be 
conveyed  by  the  words  used  in  the  commandment  quoted  ?  And 
it  is  clear  to  my  mind,  that  as  no  limitation  is  affixed  to  them, 
and  the  express  intention  was  to  secure  to  mankind  the  peaceful 
enjoyment  of  every  species  of  property,  that  the  terms  "  men- 
servants  and  maid-sorvants  "  include  all  classes  of  servants,  and 
establish  a  lawful,  exclusive,  and  indefeasible  interest  equally  in 
the  "  Hebrew  brother  who  shall  go  out  in  the  seventh  year,"  and 
'*the  yearly  hired  servant,"  and  "those  purchased  from  the 
heathen  round  about,"  who  were  to  be  "bond-men  forever,"  as 
the  property  of  their  /ellow-man. 

You  cannot  deny  that  there  were  among  the  Hebrews  "  bond- 
men forever."  You  cannot  deny  that  God  especially  authorized 
his  chosen  people  to  purchase  "bond-men  forever"  from  the 
heathen,  as  recorded  in  the  twenty-fifth  chapter  of  Leviticus,  and 
that  they  are  there  designated  by  the  very  Hebrew  word  used  in 
the  tenth  commandment.  Nor  can  you  deny  that  a  "  bond-man 
FOBEVEB  "  is  a  "  SLAVE ; "  yet  you  endeavor  to  hang  an  argument 
of  immortal  consequence  upon  the  wretched  subterfuge,  that  the 
precise  word  "slave"  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  translation  of  the 
Bible.  As  if  the  translators  were  canonical  expounders  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures,  and  their  words ^  not  Ood'*%  meaning^  must  be 
regarded  as  his  revelatioou 

It  is  vain  to  look  to  Christ  or  any  of  his  apostles  to  justify  such 
blasphemous  perversions  of  the  word  of  God.  Although  slavery 
in  its  most  revolting  form  was  everywhere  visible  around  them, 
no  visionary  notions  of  piety  or  philanthropy  ever  tempted  them  to 
gainsay  the  law,  even  to  mitigate  the  cruel  severity  of  the  exist- 
ing system.  On  the  contrary,  regarding  slavery  as  an  e%tdb- 
liehed^  as  well  as  inevitable  condition  of  human  society^  they 
never  hinted  at  such  a  thing  as  its  termination  on  earth,  any  more 
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than  that  '^  the  poor  may  cease  out  of  the  land,"  which  Gkxl  af- 
firms to  Moses  shall  never  be:  and  they  exhort  ^^all  servantB 
under  the  yoke  "  to  "  count  their  masters  as  worthy  of  all  honor:" 
^^  to  obey  them  in  all  things  according  to  the  flesh ;  not  with  eye- 
service  as  men-pleasers,  but  in  singleness  of  heart,  fearing  Grod ; " 
"  not  only  the  good  and  gentle,  but  also  the  froward : "  "  for  what 
glory  is  it  if  when  ye  are  buffeted  for  your  faults  ye  shall  take  it 
patiently?  but  if  when  ye  do  well  and  suffer  for  it  ye  take  it  pa- 
tiently, this  is  acceptable  to  God."  St.  Paul  actually  i^prehended 
a  run-away  slave,  and  sent  him  to  his  master  I  Instead  of  deriv- 
ing from  the  gospel  any  sanction  for  the  work  you  have  under- 
taken, it  would  be  difficult  to  imagine  sentiments  and  conduct 
more  strikingly  in  contrast,  than  those  of  the  apostles  and  the 
abolitionists. 

It  is  impossible,  therefore,  to  suppose  that  slavery  is  contrary  to 
the  will  of  God.  It  is  equally  absurd  to  say  that  American  slavery 
differs  in  form  or  principle  from  that  of  the  chosen  people.  We  ac- 
oept  the  Bible  terms  as  the  definition  of  our  slavery^  and  its  pre- 
oepts  as  the  guide  of  our  conduct,  "Wo  desire  nothing  more. 
Even  the  right  to  ^^  buffet,"  which  is  esteemed  so  shocking,  finds  its 
express  license  in  the  gospel.  1  Peter  ii.  20.  Nay,  what  is  more, 
God  directs  the  Hebrews  to  "  bore  holes  in  the  ears  of  their  bro- 
thers "  to  mark  them,  when  under  certain  circumstances  they  be- 
come perpetual  slaves.    Exodus  xxi.  6. 

I  think,  then,  I  may  safely  conclude,  and  I  firmly  believe,  that 
American  slavery  is  not  only  not  a  sin,  but  especially  command- 
ed by  God  through  Moses,  and  approved  by  Christ  through  his 
apostles.  And  here  I  might  close  its  defense ;  for  what  God  or- 
dains, and  Christ  sanctifies,  should  surely  command  the  respect 
and  toleration  of  man.  But  I  fear  there  has  grown  up  in  our  time 
a  transcendental  religion,  which  is  throwing  even  transcendental 
philosophy  into  the  shade — a  religion  too  pure  and  elevated  for 
the  Bible ;  which  seeks  to  erect  among  men  a  higher  standard  of 
morals  than  the  Almighty  has  revealed,  or  our  Saviour  preached ; 
and  which  is  probably  destined  to  do  more  to  impede  the  exten- 
sion of  God's  kingdom  on  earth  than  all  the  infidels  who  have 
ever  lived.  Error  is  error.  It  is  as  dangerous  to  deviate  to  the 
right  hand  as  to  the  left.  And  when  men,  professing  to  be  holy 
men,  and  who  are  by  numbers  so  regarded,  declare  those  things  to 
be  sinful  which  our  Creator  has  expressly  authorized  and  institiited, 
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they  do  more  to  destroy  his  anthorit}'  among  mankind  than  the 
most  wicked  can  effect,  by  proclaiming  that  to  be  innocent  which 
he  has  forbidden.  To  this  self-righteous  and  self-exalted  class  be- 
long all  the  abolitionists  whose  writings  I  have  read.  With  them 
it  is  no  end  of  the  argument  to  prove  your  propositions  by  the  text 
of  the  Bible,  interpreted  accoi*ding  to  its  plain  and  palpable  mean- 
ing, and  as  understood  by  all.  mankind  for  three  thousand  years 
before  their  time.  They  are  more  ingenious  at  construing  and 
interpolating  to  accommodate  it  to  their  new-fangled  and  ethereal 
code  of  morals,  than  ever  were  Yoltaire  and  Hume  in  picking  it 
to  pieces,  to  free  the  world  from  what  they  considered  a  delusion. 
When  the  abolitionists  proclaim  ^^man-stealing''  to  be  a  sin,  and 
show  me  that  it  is  so  written  down  by  God,  I  admit  them  to  be 
right,  and  shudder  at  the  idea  of  such  a  crime.  But  when  I 
ahow  them  that  to  hold  '^bond-men  forever''  is  ordained  by 
God,  they  deny  ike  Bible^  and  set  up  in  its  place  a  law  of 
their  own  making.  I  must  then  cease  to  reason  with  them  on 
this  branch  of  the  question.  Our  religion  differs  as  widely  as  our 
manners.  The  great  Judge  in  our  day  of  final  account  must 
decide  between  us. 

Turning  from  the  consideration  of  slaveholding  in  its  relations 
to  man  as  an  accountable  being,  let  us  examine  it  in  its  influence 
on,  his  political  and  social  state.  Though,  being  foreigners  to  us, 
you  are  in  no  wise  entitled  to  interfere  with  the  civil  institutions 
of  this  country,  it  has  become  quite  common  for  your  country- 
men to  decry  slavery  as  an  enormous  political  evil  to  us,  and  even 
to  declare  that  our  Northern  States  ought  to  withdraw  fit)m  the 
Oonfedracy  rather  than  continue  to  be  contaminated  by  it.  The 
American  abolitionists  appear  to  concur  fully  in  these  sentiments, 
and  a  portion,  at  least,  of  them  are  incessantly  threatening  to 
dissolve  the  Union.  Kor  should  I  be  at  all  surprised  if  they 
succeed.  It  would  not  be  difficult,  in  my  opinion,  to  conjecture 
which  region,  the  North  or  South,  would  suffer  most  by  such  an 
event.  For  one,  I  should  not  object,  by  any  means,  to  cast  my 
lot  in  a  confederacy  of  States  whose  citizens  might  all  be  slave- 
holders. 

I  indorse  without  reserve  the  much  abused  sentiment  of  Gov- 
ernor M'Duffie,  that  "slavery  is  the  comer-stone  of  our  republi- 
can edifice;"  while  I  repudiate,  as  ridiculously  absurd,  that 
much  lauded  bat  nowhere  accredited  dogma  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  that 
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"all  men  are  born  equal."*  No  society  has  ever  yet  existed, 
and  I  have  already  incidentally  quoted  the  highest  authority  to 
show  that  none  ever  will  exist,  without  a  natural  variety  of  classes. 
The  most  marked  of  these  must,  in  a  country  like  ours,  be  the 
rich  and  the  poor,  the  educated  and  the  ignorant.  It  will  scarcely 
be  disputed  that  the  very  poor  have  less  leisure  to  prepare  tliem- 
selves  for  the  proper  discharge  of. public  duties  than  the  rich; 
and  that  the  ignorant  are  wholly  unfit  for  them  at  all.  In  all 
countries  save  ours,  these  two  classes,  or  the  poor  rather,  who  are 
presumed  to  be  necessarily  ignorant,  are  by  law  expressly  ex- 
cluded from  all  participation  in  the  management  of  public  affairs. 
In  a  Bepublican  Government  this  can  not  be  done.  Universal 
suffrage,  though  not  essential  in  theory,  seems  to  be  in  fact  a 
necessary  appendage  to  a  republican  system.  Where  universal 
sufii*age  obtains,  it  is  obvious  that  the  government  is  in  the  hands 
of  a  numerical  majority ;  and  it  is  hardly  necessar}*  to  say  that 
in  eveiy  part  of  the  world  more  than  half  the  people  are  ignorant 
and  poor.  Though  no  one  can  look  upon  poverty  as  a  crime, 
and  we  do  not  here  generally  regard  it  as  any  objection  to  a  man 
in  his  individual  capacity,  still  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  is  a 
vnretched  and  insecure  government  which  is  administered  by  its 
most  ignorant  citizens,  and  those  who  have  the  least  at  stake 
under  it.  Though  intelligence  and  wealth  have  great  inflaenoe 
here,  as  everywhere,  in  keeping  in  check  reckless  and  unenligfat- 
ened  numbers,  yet  it  is  evident  to  close  observers,  if  not  to  all, 
that  these  are  rapidly  usurping  all  power  in  the  non-slaveholding 
States,  and  threaten  a  fearful  crisis  in  republican  instLtations  there 
at  no  remote  period.  In  the  slaveholding  States,  however,  nearly 
one-half  of  the  whole  population,  and  those  the  poorest  and  most 
ignorant,  have  no  political  influence  whatever,  because  they  are 
slaves.  Of  the  other  half,  a  large  proportion  are  both  educated  and 
independent  in  their  circumstances,  while  those  who  unfortunately 
are  not  so,  being  still  elevated  fiur  above  the  mass,  are  higher 
toned  and  more  deeply  interested  in  preserving  a  stable  and  well- 

*  On  this  subject^  J.  Q.  Adams,  in  his  letter  to  the  dtisens  of  Baogofi 
Maine,  July  4th,  lS43,  said :  "  It  is  only  as  immortal  beings  that  all  mankind 
can  in  any  sense  be  said  to  be  bom  equal ;  and  when  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence affirms  as  a  self-evident  truth  that  all  men  are  bom  equal,  it  is  pn- 
cisely  the  same  as  if  the  affirmation  had  been  that  all  men  are  bom  with  im- 
mortal souIb."— Life  of  J.  Q.  Adams,  page  895. — EdUcr. 
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ordered  goverDment,  than  the  same  class  in  any  other  country. 
Hence,  slavery  is  truly  the  "comer-stone"  and  foundation  of 
every  well-designed  and  durable  "republican  edifice." 

With  us  every  citizen  is  concerned  in  the  maintenance  of  order, 
and  in  promoting  honesty  and  industry  among  those  of  the  lowest  . 
class  who  are  our  slaves ;  and  our  habitual  vigilance  renders 
standing  armies,  whether  of  soldiers  or  policemen,  entirely  un- 
necessaiy.  Small  guards  in  our  cities,  and  occasional  patrols  in 
the  country,  insure  us  a  repose  and  security  known  no  where 
else.  You  can  not  be  ignorant  that,  excepting  the  United  States, 
there  is  no  country  in  the  world  whose  existing  government  would 
not  be  overturned  in  a  month,  but  for  its  standing  armies,  main- 
tained at  an  enormous  and  destructive  cost  to  those  whom  they 
are  destined  to  overawe — so  rampant  and  combative  is  the  spirit 
of  discontent  wherever  nominal  free  labor  prevails,  with  its  exten- 
sive privileges  and  its  dismal  servitude.  Nor  will  it  be  long 
before  the  ^^free  States  "  of  this  Union  will  be  compelled  to  intro- 
duce the  same  expensive  machinery,  to  preserve  order  among 
their  "  free  and  equal "  citizens.  Already  has  Philadelphia  organ- 
ized a  permanent  battalion  for  this  purpose ;  New  York,  Boston 
and  Cincinnati  will  soon  follow  her  example;  and  then  the 
smaller  towns  and  densely  populated  counties.  The  intervention 
of  their  militia  to  repress  violations  of  the  peace  is  becoming  a 
daily  affair.  A  strong  government,  after  some  of  the  old  fashions 
— ^though  probably  with  a  new  name — sustained  by  the  force  of 
armed  mercenaries,  is  the^  ultimate  destiny  of  the  non-slavehold- 
ing  section  of  this  confederacy,  and  one  which  may  not  be  very 
distant. 

It  is  a  great  mistake  to  suppose,  as  is  generally  done  abroad, 
that  in  case  of  war  slavery  would  be  a  source  of  weakness.  It 
did  not  weaken  Home,  nor  Athens,  nor  Sparta,  though  their 
slaves  were  comparatively  far  more  numerous  than  ours,  of  the 
same  color  for  the  most  part  with  themselves,  and  large  numbers 
of  them  familiar  with  the  use  of  arms.  I  have  no  apprehension 
that  our  slaves  would  seize  such  an  opportunity  to  revolt.  The 
present  generation  of  them,  born  among  us,  would  never  think 
of  such  a  thing  at  any  time,  unless  instigated  to  it  by  others. 
Against  such  instigations  we  are  always  on  our  guard.  In  time 
of  war  we  should  be  more  watchful  and  better  prepared  to  put 
down  insurrections  than  at  any  other  periods.    Should  any  foreign 
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nation  be  so  lost  to  every  sentiment  of  civilized  humanity,  as  to 
attempt  to  erect  among  us  the  standard  of  revolt,  or  to  invade  ub 
with  black  troops,  for  the  base  and  barbarous  purpose  of  stirring 
up  servile  war,  their  eflTorts  would  be  signally  rebuked.  Our 
slaves  could  not  be  easily  seduced,  nor  would  any  thing  delight 
them  more  than  to  assist  in  stripping  Gufiee  of  his  regimentals  to 
put  him  in  the  cotton-field,  which  would  be  the  fate  of  most  black 
invaders,  without  any  very  prolix  form  of  "  apprenticeship."  If, 
as  I  am  satisfied  would  be  the  case,  our  slaves  remained  peaceful 
on  our  plantations,  and  cultivated  them  in  time  of  war  under  the 
superintendence  of  a  limited  number  of  our  citizens,  it  is  obvious 
that  we  could  put  forth  more  strength  in  such  an  emergency,  at 
less  sacrifice,  than  any  other  people  of  the  same  numbers.  And 
thus  we  should  in  every  point  of  view,  "  out  of  this  nettle  danger, 
pluck  the  flower  safety." 

Uow  far  slavery  may  be  an  advantage  or  disadvantage  to  those 
not  owning  slaves,  yet  united  with  us  in  political  association,  is 
a  question  for  their  sole  consideration.  It  is  true  that  our  repre- 
sentation in  Congress  is  increased  by  it.  But  so  are  our  taxes ; 
and  the  non-slaveholding  States,  being  the  majority,  divide  among 
themselves  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  amount  levied  by  the 
Federal  Government.  And  I  doubt  not  that,  when  it  comes  to  a 
close  calculation,  they  will  not  be  slow  in  finding  out  that  the 
balance  of  profit  arising  from  the  connection  is  vastly  in  their 
favor. 

In  a  social  point  of  view  the  abolitionists  pronounce  slavery  to 
be  a  monstrous  evil.  K  it  was  so,  it  would  be  our  own  peculiar 
concern,  and  superfluous  benevolence  in  them  to  lament  over  it. 
Seeing  their  bitter  hostility  to  us,  they  might  leave  us  to  cope 
with  our  own  calamities.  But  they  make  war  upon  us  out  of 
excess  of  charity,  and  attempt  to  purity  by  covering  us  with 
calumny.  You  have  read  and  assisted  to  circulate  a  great 
deal  about  aflrays,  duels  and  murders,  occurring  here,  and  all 
attributed  to  the  terrible  demoralization  of  slavery.  Not  a  single 
event  of  this  sort  takes  place  among  us,  but  it  is  caught  up  by 
the  abolitionists,  and  paraded  over  the  world,  with  endless  com- 
ments, variations  and  exaggerations.  You  should  not  take  what 
reaches  you  as  a  mere  sample,  and  infer  that  there  is  a  vast  deal 
more  you  never  hear.    You  hear  all,  and  more  than  all,  the  truth. 

It  is  true  that  the  point  of  honoi  is  recognized  throughout  the 
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slaye  r<^OD,  and  that  disputes  of  certain  classes  are  frequently 
referred  for  adjustment,  to  the  "  trial  by  combat."  It  would  not 
be  appropriate  for  me  to  enter,  in  this  letter,  into  a  defense  of  the 
practice  of  duelling,  nor  to  maintain  at  length,  that  it  does  not 
tarnish  the  character  of  a  people  to  acknowledge  a  standard  of 
honor.  Whatever  evils  may  arise  from  it,  however,  they  can  not 
be  attributed  to  slavery,  since  the  same  custom  prevails  both  in 
France  and  England.  Few  of  your  Prime  Ministers,  of  the  last 
half  century  even,  have  escaped  the  contagion,  I  believe.  The 
affrays,  of  which  so  much  is  said,  and  in  which  rifles,  bowie- 
knives  and  pistols  are  so  prominent,  occur  mostly  in  the  frontier 
States  of  the  South-West.  They  are  naturally  incidental  to  the 
condition  of  society,  as  it  exists  in  many  sections  of  these  recently 
settled  countries,  and  will  as  naturally  cease  in  due  time.  Ad- 
venturers from  the  older  States,  and  from  Europe,  as  desperate  in 
character  as  they  are  in  fortune,  congregate  in  these  wild  regions, 
jostling  one  another  and  often  forcing  the  peaceable  and  honest 
into  rencontres  in  self-defense.  Slavery  has  nothing  to  do  with 
these  things.  Stability  and  peace  are  the  first  desires  of  every 
slaveholder,  and  the  true  tendency  of  the  system.  It  could  not 
possibly  exist  amid  the  eternal  anarchy  and.  civil  broils  of  the 
ancient  Spanish  dominioos  in  America.  And  for  this  very  reason, 
domestic  slavery  has  ceased  there.  So  far  from  encouraging  strife, 
such  scenes  of  riot  and  bloodshed,  as  have  within  the  last  few 
years  disgraced  our  Northern  cities,  and  as  you  have  lately  wit- 
nessed in  Birmingham  and  Bristol  and  Wales,  not  only  never 
have  occurred,  but  I  will  venture  to  say,  never  will  occur  in  our 
slaveholding  States.  The  only  thing  that  can  create  a  mob  (as 
you  might  call  it)  here,  is  the  appearance  of  an  abolitionist,  whom 
the  people  assemble  to  chastise.  And  this  is  no  more  of  a  mob, 
than  a  rally  of  shepherds  to  chase  a  wolf  out  of  tlieir  pastures 
would  be  one. 

But  we  are  swindlers  and  repudiators?  Pennsylvania  is  not  a 
slave  State.  A  majority  of  the  States  which  have  failed  to  meet 
their  obligations  punctually  are  non-slaveholding ;  and  two-thirds 
of  the  debt  said  to  be  repudiated  is  owed  by  these  States.  Many 
of  the  States  of  this  Union  are  heavily  encumbered  with  debt — 
none  so  hopelessly  as  England.  Pennsylvania  owes  $22  for  each 
inhabitant — England  $222,  counting  her  paupers  in.     Nor  has 

there  been  any  repudiation  definite  and  final,  of  a  lawful  debt, 
41 
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that  I  am  aware  of.  A  few  States  have  failed  to  pay  Bome  install- 
ments  of  interest.  The  extraordinary  financial  difficulties  which 
occurred  a  few  years  ago  will  account  for  it.  Time  will  set  all 
things  right  again.  E^ery  dollar  of  both  principal  and  interest, 
owed  by  any  State,  North  or  South,  will  be  ultimately  paid,  un- 
less the  abolition  of  slavery  overwhelms  us  all  in  one  common 
ruin.  But  have  no  other  nations  failed  to  pay  ?  "When  were  the 
French  Assignats  redeemed  ?  How  much  interest  did  your  Na- 
tional Bank  pay  on  its  immense  circulation,  from  1797  to  1821, 
during  which  period  that  circulation  was  inconvertible,  and  for 
the  time  repudiated?  How  much  of  your  national  debt  has  been 
incurred  for  money  borrowed  to  meet  the  interest  on  it,  thus 
avoiding  delinquency  in  detail,  by  insuring  inevitable  bankruptcy 
and  repudiation  in  the  end !  And  what  sort  of  operation  was 
that  by  which  your  present  Ministry  recently  expunged  a  hand- 
some amount  of  that  debt,  by  substituting,  through  a  process  just 
not  compulsory,  one  species  of  security  for  another  ?  I  am  well 
aware  that  the  faults  of  others  do  not  excuse  our  own,  but  when 
failings  are  charged  to  slavery,  which  are  shown  to  occur  to  equal 
extent  where  it  does  not  exist,  surely  slavery  must  be  acquitted 
of  the  accusation. 

It  is  roundly  asserted,  that  we  are  not  so  well  educated  nor  so 
religious  here  as  elsewhere.  I  will  not  go  into  tedious  statistical 
statements  on  tliese  subjects.  Nor  have  I,  to  tell  the  truth,  much 
confidence  in  the  details  of  what  are  commonly  set  forth  as  sta- 
tistics. As  to  education,  you  will  probably  admit  that  slaveholders 
should  have  more  leisure  for  mental  culture  than  most  people. 
And  I  believe  it  is  charged  against  them,  that  they  are  peculiarly 
fond  of  power,  and  ambitious  of  honors.  If  this  be  so,  as  all  the 
power  and  honors  of  this  countiy  are  won  mainly  by  intellectual 
superiority,  it  might  be  fairly  presumed,  that  slaveholders  would 
not  be  neglectful  of  education.  In  proof  of  the  accuracy  of  this 
presumption,  I  point  you  to  the  facts,  that  our  Presidential  chair 
has  been  occupied  for  forty-four  out  of  fifty-six  years,  by  slave- 
holders ;  that  another  has  been  recently  elected  to  fill  it  for  four 
more,  over  an  opponent  who  was  a  slaveholder  also ;  and  that  in 
the  Federal  Offices  and  both  Houses  of  Congress,  considerably 
more  than  a  due  proportion  of  those  acknowledged  to  stand  in 
the  first  rank  are  from  the  South.  In  this  arena,  the  intellects 
of  the  free  and  slave  States  meet  in  full  and  fair  competitioQ. 
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Natare  must  have  been  unusually  bountiful  to  us,  or  we  havo 
been  ai  least  reasonably  assiduous  in  the  cultivation  of  such  gifts 
as  she  has  bestowed — unless  indeed  you  refer  our  superiority  to 
moral  qualities,  which  I  am  sure  you  will  not.  More  wealthy  wc 
are  not ;  nor  would  mere  wealth  avail  in  such  rivalry. 

The  piety  of  the  South  is  inobtrosive.  We  think  it  proves  but 
little,  though  it  is  a  confident  thing  for  a  man  to  claim  that  he 
stands  higher  in  the  estimation  of  his  Creator,  and  is  less  a  sin- 
ner than  his  neighbor.  If  vociferation  is  to  carry  the  question 
of  religion,  the  North,  and  probably  the  Scotch,  havo  it.  Our 
sects  are  few,  harmonious,  pretty  much  united  among  themselves, 
and  pursue  their  avocations  in  humble  peace.  In  fact,  our  pro- 
fessors of  religion  seem  to  think — whether  correctly  or  not — that 
it  is  their  duty  ^'  to  do  good  in  secret/'  and  to  carry  their  holy 
oomibrts  to  the  heart  of  each  individual,  without  reference  to 
class  or  color,  for  his  special  enjoyment,  and  not  with  a  view  to 
exhibit  their  zeal  before  the  world.  So  far  as  numbers  are  con- 
cerned, I  believe  our  clergymen,  when  called  on  to  make  a  show- 
ing, have  never  had  occasion  to  blush,  if  comparisons  were  drawn 
between  the  free  and  slave  States.  And  althoagh  our  presses 
do  not  teem  with  controversial  pamphlets,  nor  our  pulpits  bhake 
with  excommunicating  thunders,  the  daily  walk  of  our  religions 
communicants  famishes,  apparently,  as  little  food  for  gossip  as 
is  to  be  found  in  most  other  regions.  It  may  be  regarded  as  a 
mark  of  our  want  of  excitability — though  that  is  a  quality  a/r- 
credited  to  us  in  an  eminent  degree — that  few  of  the  reuiarkatle 
religious  Iirrra  of  the  presfrut  day  have  taken  root  among  us.  Wc 
have  been  so  irreverent  as  to  laugh  at  Mormonism  and  Millerism, 
which  have  created  such  commotions  further  North :  au-i  ULoiem 
piophets  have  no  \i*jZa'jit  in  our  ^miiXtj,  Shakere.  Kapplsts, 
Donkers.  Sc^alists.  Fourrierlsis.  anl  the  like.  k<:?ep  tbeme^lv^ 

a&r  of[     Even  Pas-^visni  has  not  vet  moved  us.     You  n^av  at- 

•  •  • 

tribute  Ais  lo  our  do!i:€fei:c  elaverr  if  voa  cboofee.     I  ry:l:eve  v<>u 

•       •  • 

would  do  so  justly,  TLere  is  lo  matenaJ  iiere  for  feuch  chai^^iers 
iDopenle  upon. 

But  TOOT  gniii  chai^  is.  that  iieeitLi</a£Diess  in  imeitfjuryh  be- 
tween the  sexes.  Is  a  ^^r.ineiit  tiait  'A  ogt  t/xrlal  ctk^ul.  and 
fliat  it  D€>DeB6ar2r  arises  &ccn  slarerv.  liils  Is  a  iaronte  iLeme 
with  the  sbolitioidsts.  male  and  iesnale.  Folios  hare  b^ai  wrlsen 
OB  It.    It  if  a  coKSkon  obserradoin.  tiiaB  there  k  zko  Babjfjx  <m 
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which  ladies  of  eminent  virtue  so  much  delight  to  dwell,  and  on 
which  in  especial  learned  old  maids,  like  Miss  Martineau,  linger 
with  such  an  insatiable  relish.  They  expose  it  in  the  slave  States 
with  the  most  minute  observance  and  endless  iteration.  Miss 
Martineau,  with  peculiar  gusto,  relates  a  series  of  BcaJidalons 
stories,  which  would  have  made  Boccacio  jealous  of  her  pen,  but 
which  are  so  ridiculously  false  as  to  leave  no  doubt,  that  some 
wicked  wag,  knowing  she  would  write  a  book,  has  furnished  her 
materials — a  game  too  often  played  on  tourists  in  this  country. 
The  constant  recurrence  of  the  female  abolitionists  to  this  topic, 
and  their  bitterness  in  regard  to  it,  cannot  fail  to  suggest  to  even 
the  most  charitable  mind,  that 

"Such  rage  without  betrays  the  fires  within." 

Nor  are  their  immaculate  coadjutors  of  the  other  sex,  though  per- 
haps less  specific  in  their  charges,  less  violent  in  their  denuncia- 
tions. But  recently  in  your  island,  a  clergyman  has,  at  a  public 
meeting,  stigmatized  the  whole  slave  region  as  a  "  brothel."  Do 
these  people  thus  cast  stones,  being  ''without  sin?"  Or  do 
they  only 

"  Compound  for  sins  they  are  inclined  to 
By  damning  those  they  have  no  mind  to." 

Alas  that  J)avid  and  Solomon  should  be  allowed  to  repose  in 
peace — that  Leo  should  be  almost  canonized,  and  Luther  more 
than  sainted — that  in  our  own  day  courtezans  should  be  formally 
licensed  in  Paris,  and  tenements  in  London  rented  for  years  to 
women  of  the  town  for  the  benefit  of  the  church,  with  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  bishop — and  the  poor  slave  States  of  America  alone 
pounced  upon,  and  offered  up  as  a  holocaust  on  the  altar  of  im* 
maculateness,  to  atone  for  the  abuse  of  natural  instinct  by  all 
mankind ;  and  if  not  actually  consumed,  at  least  exposed,  anath- 
ematized and  held  up  to  scorn,  by  those  who 

"  Write, 
Or  with  a  rival's  or  an  eunuch's  spite." 

But  I  do  not  intend  to  admit  that  this  charge  is  just  or  true. 
Without  meaning  to  profess  uncommon  modesty,  I  will  say  that  I 
wish  the  topic  could  be  avoided.  I  am  of  opinion,  and  I  doubt 
not  every  right-minded  man  will  concur,  that  the  public  expoBore 
and  disoussion  of  this  vice,  even  to  rebuke,  invariably  does  more 
harm  than  good ;  and  that  if  it  cannot  be  checked  by  instilliDg 
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pore  and  virtaous  sentiments,  it  is  far  worse  than  useless  to 
attempt  to  do  it,  by  exhibiting  its  deformities.  I  may  not,  how- 
ever, pass  it  over;  nor  ought  I  to  feel  any  delicacy  in  examining 
a  question,  to  which  the  slaveholder  is  invited  and  challenged  by 
clergymen  and  virgins.  So  far  from  allowing,  then,  that  licen- 
tiousness pervades  this  region,  I  broadly  assert,  and  I  refer  to  the 
records  of  our  courts,  to  the  public  press,  and  to  the  knowledge 
of  all  who  have  ever  lived  here,  that  among  our  white  population 
there  are  fewer  cases  of  divorce,  separation,  crim.  con.,  seduction, 
rape  and  bastardy,  than  among  any  other  five  millions  of  people 
on  the  civilized  earth.  And  this  fact  I  believe  will  be  conceded 
by  the  abolitionists  of  this  country  themselves.  I  am  almost 
willing  to  refer  it  to  them  and  submit  to  their  decision  on  it.  I 
would  not  hesitate  to  do  so,  if  I  thought  them  capable  of  an  im- 
partial judgment  on  any  matter  where  slavery  is  in  question. 
But  it  is  said,  that  the  licentiousness  consists  in  the  constant  in- 
tercourse between  white  males  and  colored  females.  One  of  your 
heavy  charges  against  us  has  been,  that  we  regard  and  treat  those 
people  as  brutes ;  you  now  charge  us  with  habitually  taking  them 
to  our  bosoms.  I  will  not  comment  on  the  inconsistency  of  these 
accusations.  I  will  not  deny  that  some  intercourse  of  the  sort 
does  take  place.  Its  character  and  e^ctent,  however,  are  grossly 
and  atrociously  exaggerated.  No  authority,  divine  "br  human, 
has  yet  been  found  sufficient  to  arrest  all  such  irregularities 
among  men.  But  it  is  a  known  fact,  that  they  are  perpetrated 
here,  for  the  most  part,  in  the  cities.  Very  few  mulattoes  arc 
reared  on  our  plantations.  In  the  cities,  a  large  proportion  of  the 
inhabitants  do  not  own  slaves.  A  still  larger  proportion  are 
natives  of  the  North,  or  foreigners.  They  should  share,  and  justly, 
too,  an  equal  part  in  this  sin  with  the  slaveholders.  FactB  cannot 
be  ascertained,  or  I  doubt  not,  it  would  appear  that  they  are  the 
chief  offenders.  If  the  truth  be  otherwise,  then  persons  from 
abroad  have  stronger  prejudices  against  the  African  race  than  we 
have.  Be  this  as  it  may,  it  is  well  known,  that  this  intercourse 
is  regarded  in  our  society  as  highly  disreputable.  If  carried  on 
habitually,  it  seriously  affects  a  man^s  standing,  so  far  as  it  is 
known ;  and  he  who  takes  a  colored  mistress — with  rare  and 
extraordinary  exceptions — loses  caste  at  once.  You  will  say  that 
one  exception  should  damn  our  whole  country.  How  much  less 
criminal  is  it  to  take  a  white  mistress?    In  your  eyes  it  should  bo 
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at  least  an  equal  offense.  Yet  look  around  you  at  home,  from  tbe 
cottage  to  the  throne,  and  count  how  many  mistresses  are  kept  in 
unblushing  notoriety,  without  loss  of  caste.  Such  cases  are 
nearly  unknown  here,  and  down  even  to  the  lowest  walks  of  life, 
it  is  almost  invariably  fatal  to  a  man's  position  and  prospects  to 
keep  a  mistress  openly,  whether  white  or  black.  What  Miss 
Martineau  relates  of  a  young  man's  purchasing  a  colored  concu- 
bine from  a  lady,  and  avowing  his  designs,  is  too  absurd  even  for 
contradiction.  No  person  would  dare  to  allude  to  such  a  subject, 
in  such  a  manner,  to  any  decent  female  in  this  country. 

After  all,  however,  the  number  of  the  mixed  breed,  in  propor- 
tion to  that  of  the  black,  is  infinitely  small,  and  out  of  the  towns 
next  to  nothing.  And  when  it  is  considered  that  the  African 
race  has  been  among  us  for  two  hundred  years,  and  that  those  of 
the  mixed  breed  continually  intermany — often  rearing  large 
families — it  is  a  decided  proof  of  our  continence,  that  so  few 
comparatively  are  to  be  found.  Our  misfortunes  are  two-fold. 
From  the  prolific  propagation  of  these  mongrels  among  them- 
selves, we  are  liable  to  be  charged  by  tourists  with  delinquencies 
where  none  have  been  committed,  while,  where  one  has  been,  it 
cannot  be  concealed.  Color  marks  indelibly  the  offense,  and  re- 
yeals  it  to  every  eye.  Conceive  that,  even  in  your  virtuous  and 
polished  country,  if  every  bastard,  through  all  the  circles  of  your 
social  system,  was  thus  branded  by  nature  and  known  to  all,  what 
shocking  developments  might  there  not  be !  How  little  indigna- 
tion might  your  saints  have  to  spare  for  the  licentiousness  of  the 
slave  region.  But  I  have  done  with  this  disgusting  topic.  And 
I  think  I  may  justly  conclude,  after  all  the  scandalous  charges 
which  tea-table  gossip,  and  long-gowned  hypocrisy  have  brought 
against  the  slaveholders,  that  a  people  whose  men  are  prover- 
bially brave,  intellectual  and  hospitable,  and  whose  women  ar& 
unaffectedly  chaste,  devoted  to  domestic  life,  and  happy  in  it, 
can  neither  be  degraded  nor  demoralized,  whatever  their  institu^ — 
tions  may  be.  My  decided  opinion  is,  that  our  system  of  slavery**' 
contributes  largely  to  the  development  and  culture  of  those  higli^^ 
and  noble  qualities. 

In  an  economical  point  of  view — which  I  will  not  omit — slavery^^ 
presents  some  difficulties.     As  a  general  rule,  I  agroe  it  must 
admitted,  that  free  labor  is  cheaper  than  slave  labor.    It  is  a  fal- 
lacy to  suppose  that  ours  is  unpaid  labor.    The  slaye  hini6< 
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must  be  paid  for,  and  thus  his  labor  is  all  parchased  at  once,  and 
for  no  trifling  snm.  His  price  was,  in  the  first  place,  paid  mostly 
to  your  countrymen,  and  assisted  in  building  up  some  of  those 
colossal  English  fortunes,  since  illustrated  by  patents  of  nobility, 
and  splendid  piles  of  architecture,  stained  and  cemented,  if  you 
like  the  expression,  with  the  blood  of  kidnapped  innocents ;  but 
loaded  with  no  heavier  curses  than  abolition  and  its  begotten  fa- 
naticisms have  brought  upon  your  land — some  of  them  fulfilled, 
some  yet  to  be.  But  besides  the  first  cost  of  the  slave,  he  must 
be  fed  and  clothed,  well  fed  and  well  clothed,  if  not  for  humanity's 
sake,  that  he  may  do  good  work,  retain  health  and  life,  and 
rear  a  family  to  supply  his  place.  When  old  or  sick,  he  is  a  clear 
expense,  and  so  is  the  helpless  portion  of  his  family.  No  poor 
law  provides  for  him  when  unable  to  work,  or  brings  up  his  chil- 
dren for  our  service  when  we  need  them.  These  are  all  heavy 
charges  on  slave  labor!  Hence,  in  all  countries  where  the  dense- 
ness  of  the  population  has  reduced  it  to  a  matter  of  perfect  cer- 
tainty, that  labor  can  be  obtained,  whenever  wanted,  and  the 
laborer  be  forced,  by  sheer  necessity,  to  hire  for  the  smallest  pit- 
tance that  will  keep  soul  and  body  together,  and  rags  upon  his 
back  while  in  actual  employment — dependent  at  all-  other  times 
on  alms  or  poor  rates — in  all  such  countries  it  is  found  cheaper  to 
pay  this  pittance,  than  to  clothe,  feed,  nurse,  support  through 
childhood,  and  pension  in  old  age,  a  race  of  slaves.  Indeed,  the 
advantage  is  so  great  as  speedily  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of 
the  value  of  the  slave.  And  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
if  I  could  cultivate  my  lands  on  these  terms,  I  would,  without  a 
word,  resign  my  slaves,  provided  they  could  be  properly  disposed 
of.  But  the  question  is,  whether  free  or  slave  labor  is  cheap- 
est to  us  in  this  country,  at  this  time,  situated  as  we  are.  And  it 
is  decided  at  once  by  the  fact  that  we  can  not  avail  ourselves  of 
any  other  than  slave  labor.  We  neither  have,  nor  can  we  pro- 
cure, other  labor  to  any  extent,,  or  on  any  thing  like  the  terms 
mentioned.  We  must,  therefore,  content  ourselves  with  our  dear 
labor,  under  the  consoling  reflection  that  what  is  lost  to  us,  is 
gained  to  humanity ;  and  that,  inasmuch  as  our  slave  costs  us 
more  than  your  free  men  costs  you,  by  so  much  is  he  better  off. 
You  will  promptly  say,  emancipate  your  slaves,  and  then  you  will 
have  free  labor  on  suitable  terms.  That  might  be  if  there  were 
five  hundred  where  there  now  is  one,  and  the  continent,  from  the 
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Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  was  as  densely  populat<5d  as  your  Island. 
But  until  that  comes  to  pass,  no  labor  can  be  procured  in  America 
on  the  terms  you  have  it. 

While  I  thus  freely  admit  that  to  the  individual  proprietor  slave 
labor  is  dearer  than  free,  I  do  not  mean  to  admit  as  equally  clear 
that  it  is  dearer  to  the  community  and  to  the  State.  Though  it 
is  certain  that  the  slave  is  a  far  greater  consumer  than  your  la- 
borer, the  year  round,  yet  your  pauper  system  is  costly  and  waste- 
ful. Supported  by  your  community  at  large,  it  is  not  administered 
by  your  hired  agents  with  that  interested  care  and  economy — 
not  to  speak  of  humanity — which  mark  the  management  of  ours, 
by  each  proprietor,  for  his  own  non-effectives ;  and  is  both  more 
expensive  to  those  who  pay,  and  less  beneficial  to  those  who  re- 
ceive its  bounties.  Besides  this,  slavery  is  rapidly  filling  up  our 
country  with  a  hardy  and  healthy  race,  peculiarly  adapted  to  our 
climate  and  productions,  and  conferring  sig^ial  political  and  social 
advantages  on  us  as  a  people,  to  which  I  have  already  referred. 

I  have  yet  to  reply  to  the  main  ground  on  which  you  and  your 
coadjutors  rely  for  the  overthrow  of  our  system  of  slavery.  Fail- 
ing in  all  your  attempts  to  prove  that  it  is  sinful  in  its  nature, 
immoral  in  its  efiects,  a  political  evil,  and  profitless  to  those 
who  maintain  it,  you  appeal  to  the  sympathies  of  mankind,  and 
attempt  to  arouse  the  world  against  us  by  the  most  shocking 
charges  of  tyranny  and  cruelty.  You  begin  by  a  vehement  de- 
nunciation of  ''  the  irresponsible  power  of  one  man  over  his  fel- 
low men."  The  question  of  the  responsibility  of  power  is  a  vast 
one.  It  is  the  great  political  question  of  modern  times.  Whole 
nations  divide  off  upon  it  and  establish  different  fundamental 
systems  of  government.  That  "responsibility,"  which  to  one  set 
of  millions  seems  amply  sufficient  to  check  the  government,  to 
the  support  of  which  they  devote  their  lives  and  fortunes,  appears 
to  another  set  of  millions  a  mere  mockery  of  restraint.  And  ac- 
cordingly as  the  opinions  of  these  millions  differ,  they  honor  each 
other  witli  the  epithets  of  "  serfs  "  or  "  anarchists."  It  is  ridicu- 
lous to  introduce  such  an  idea  as  this  into  the  discussion  of  a  mere 
domestic  institution  ;  but  since  you  have  introduced  it,  I  deny 
that  the  power  of  the  slaveholder  in  America  is  "irresponsible." 
He  is  responsible  to  God.  He  is  responsible  to  the  world — a  re- 
sponsibility which  abolitionists  do  not  intend  to  allow  him  to 
evade — and  in  acknowledgment  of  which,  I  write  you  this  letter. 
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He  is  responsible  to  the  community  in  which  he  lives,  and  to  the 
laws  under  which  he  enjoys  his  civil  rights.  Those  laws  do  not 
permit  him  to  kill,  to  maim,  or  to  punish  beyond  certain  limits, 
or  to  overtask,  or  to  refuse  to  feed  and  clothe  his  slave.  In  short, 
they  forbid  him  to  be  tyrannical  or  cruel.  If  any  of  these  laws 
have  grown  obsolete,  it  is  because  they  are  so  seldom  violated, 
that  they  are  forgotten.  You  have  disinterred  one  of  them,  from 
a  compilation  by  some  Judge  Stroud  of  Philadelphia,  to  stig- 
matize its  inadequate  penalties  for  killing,  maiming,  etc.  Your 
object  appears  to  be — ^you  can  have  no  other — to  produce  the  im- 
pression, that  it  must  be  often  violated  on  account  of  its  insuflB- 
ciency.  You  say  as  much,  and  that  it  marks  our  estimate  of  the 
slave.  You  forget  to  state  that  this  law  was  enacted  by  Engluh- 
meuj  and  only  indicates  their  opinion  of  the  reparation  due  for 
these  offenses.  Ours  is  proved  by  the  fact,  though  perhaps  un- 
known to  Judge  Stroud  or  yourself,  that  we  have  essentially  al- 
tered this  law ;  and  the  murder  of  a  slave  has  for  many  years 
been  punishable  with  death  in  this  State.  And  so  it  is,  I  believe, 
in  most  or  all  of  the  slave  States.  You  seem  well  aware,  how- 
ever, that  laws  have  been  recently  passed  in  all  these  States, 
making  it  penal  to  teach  slaves  to  read.  Do  you  know  what 
occasioned  their  passage,  and  renders  their  stringent  enforcement 
necessary?  I  can  tell  you.  It  was  the  abolition  agitation.  If 
the  slave  is  not  allowed  to  read  his  Bible,  the  sin  rests  upon  the 
abolitionists ;  for  they  stand  prepared  to  furnish  him  with  a  key 
to  it,  which  would  make  it,  not  a  book  of  hope,  and  love,  and 
peace,  but  of  despair,  hatred  and  blood ;  which  would  convert  the 
reader,  not  into  a  Christian,  but  a  demon.  To  preserve  him  from 
such  a  horrid  destiny,  it  is  a  sacred  duty  which  we  owe  to  our 
slaves,  not  less  than  to  ourselves,  to  interpose  the  most  decisive 
means.  If  the  Catholics  deem  it  wrong  to  trust  the  Bible  to  the 
hands  of  ignorance,  shall  we  be  excommunicated  because  we  will 
not  give  it,  and  with  it  the  corrupt  and  fatal  commentaries  of  the 
abolitionists,  to  our  slaves  ?  Allow  our  slaves  to  read  your  wri- 
tings, stimulating  them  to  cut  our  throats !  Can  you  believe  us 
to  be  such  unspeakable  fools ! 

I  do  not  know  that  I  can  subscribe  in  full  to  the  sentiment  so 
often  quoted  by  the  abolitionists,  and  by  Mr.  Dickinson  in  his 
letter  to  me :  "  Homo  sum  humani  nihil  a  me  alienum  puto^^^  as 
translated  and  practically  illustrated  by  them.    Such  a  doctrine 
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would  give  wide  authority  to  every  one  for  the  most  dangerons 
intermeddling  with  the  afl^irs  of  others.     It  will  do  in  poetry — 
perhaps  iu  some  sorts  of  philosophy — but  the  attempt  to  make  it  a 
household  maxim,  and  introduce  it  into  the  daily  walks  of  life, 
has  caused  many  a  "  homo  "  a  broken  crown  ;  and  probably  will 
continue  to  do  it.     Still,  though  a  slaveholder,  I  freely  acknowl- 
edge my  obligations  as  a  man ;   and  that  I  am  bound  to  treat 
humanely  the  fellow-creatures  whom  God   has   intrusted  to  my 
charge.     I  feel,  therefore,  somewhat  sensitive  under  the  accusation 
of  cruelty,  and  disposed  to  defend  myself  and  fellow-slaveholders 
against  it.     It  is  certainly  the  interest  of  all,  and  I  am  convinced 
that  it  is  also  the  desire  of  every  one  of  us,  to  treat  our  slaves 
with  proper  kindness.     It  is  necessary  to  our  deriving  the  great- 
est amount  of  pfbfit  from  them.     Of  this  we  are  all  satisfied. 
And  you  snatch  from  us  the  only  consolation  we  Americans  could 
derive  from  the  opprobrious  imputation  of  being  wholly  devoted 
to  making  money,  which  your  disinterested  and  gold-despising 
couutrymen  delight  to  cast  upon  us,  when  you  nevertlieless  declare 
that  we  are  ready  to  sacrifice  it  for  the  pleasure  of  being  inhuman. 
You  remember  that  Mr.  Pitt  could  not  get  over  the  idea  that  self- 
interest  would  insure  kind  treatment  to  slaves,  until  you  told  him 
your  woful  stories  of  the  middle  passage.     Mr.  Pitt  was  right  in 
the  first  instance,  and  erred,  under  your  tuition,  in  not  perceiving' 
the  difference  between  a  temporary  and  permanent  ownership  of 
them.     Slaveholders  are  no  more  perfect  than  other  men.     They 
have  passions.    Some  of  them,  as  you  may  suppose,  do  not  at  all 
times  restrain  them.     Neither  do  husbands,  parents  and  friends. 
And  in  each  of  these  relations,  as  serious  suffering  as  frequently 
arises  from  uncontrolled  passions,  as  ever  does  in  that  of  master 
and  slave,  and  with  as  little  chance  of  indemnity.     Yet  you  would 
not  on  that  account  break  them  up.    I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  our  slaveholders  are  kind  masters,  as  men  usually  are 
kind  husbands,  parents  and  friends — as  a  general  rule,  kinder.   A 
bad  master — ^he  who  overworks  his  slaves,  provides  ill  for  them,  or 
'  treats  them  with  undue  severity — loses  the  esteem  and  respect  of 
his  fellow-citizens  to  as  great  an  extent  as  he  would  for  the  viola- 
tion of  any  of  his  social  and  most  of  his  moral  obligations.    What 
the  most  perfect  plan  of  management  wonld  be,  is  a  problem  hard 
to  solve.    From  the  commencement  of  slavery  in  this  country, 
this  subject  has  occupied  the  minds  of  all  slaveholders,  as  much 
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as  the  improTement  of  the  general  condition  of  mankind  has  those 
of  the  most  ardent  philanthropists ;  and  the  greatest  progressive 
amelioration  of  the  system  has  been  effected.  You  yourself  ac- 
knowledge that  in  the  early  part  of  your  career  you  were  exceed- 
ingly anxious  for  the  immediate  abolition  of  the  slave  trade,  lest 
those  engaged  in  it  should  so  mitigate  its  evils  as  to  destroy  the 
force  of  your  arguments  and  facts.  The  improvement  you  then 
dreaded  has  gone  on  steadily  here,  and  would  doubtless  have 
taken  place  in  the  slave  trade,  but  for  the  measures  adopted  to 
suppress  it. 

Of  late  years  we  have  not  only  been  annoyed,  but  greatly  em- 
barrassed in  this  matter,  by  the  abolitionists.  We  have  been 
compelled  to  curtail  some  privileges ;  we  have  been  debarred  fix)m 
granting  new  ones.  In  the  face  of  discussions  which  aim  at  loos- 
ening all  ties  between  master  and  slave,  we  have  in  some  meas- 
ure to  abandon  our  efforts  to  attach  them  to  us,  and  control  them 
through  their  affections  and  pride.  We  have  to  rely  more  and 
more  on  the  power  of  fear.  We  must,  in  all  our  intercourse  with 
them,  assert  and  maintain  strict  mastery,  and  impress  it  on  them 
that  they  are  slaves.  This  is  painful  to  us,  and  certainly  no  pres- 
ent advantage  to  them.  But  it  is  the  direct  consequence  of  the 
abolition  agitation.  We  are  determined  to  continue  masters,  and 
to  do  so  we  have  to  draw  the  rein  tighter  and  tighter  day  by  day 
to  be  assured  that  we  hold  them  in  complete  check.  How  far  this 
process  will  go  on,  depends  wholly  and  solely  on  the  abolitionists. 
When  they  desist,  we  can  relax.  We  may  not  before.  I  do  not 
mean  by  all  this  to  say  that  we  are  in  a  state  of  actual  alarm  and 
fear  of  our  slaves ;  but  under  existing  circumstances  we  should  be 
ineffably  stupid  not  to  increase  our  vigilance  and  strengthen  our 
hands.  Yon  see  some  of  the  fruits  of  your  labors.  I  speak  freely 
and  candidly — not  as  a  colonist,  who,  though  a  slaveholder,  has 
a  master ;  but  as  a  free  white  man,  holding,  under  God,  and  re- 
solved to  hold,  my  fate  in  my  own  hands ;  and  I  assure  you  that 
my  sentiments,  and  feelings,  and  determinations,  are  those  of  every 
slaveholder  in  this  country. 

The  research  and  ingenuity  of  the  abolitionists,  aided  by  the 
invention  of  run-away  slaves — in  which  faculty,  so  far  as  impro- 
vizing  falsehood  goes,  the  African  race  is  without  a  rival — have 
succeeded  in  shocking  the  world  with  a  small  number  of  pretended 
instances  of  our  barbarity.    The  only  wonder  is,  that  considering 
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the  extent  of  our  country,  the  variety  of  our  population,  its  fluc- 
tuating character,  and  the  publicity  of  all  our  transactions,  the 
number  of  cases  is  so  small.  It  speaks  well  for  us.  Yet  of.  these, 
many  are  false,  all  highly  colored,  some  occurring  half  a  century, 
most  of  them  many  years  ago ;  and  no  doubt  a  large  proportion  of 
them  perpetrated  by  foreigners.  With  a  few  rare  exceptions,  the 
emigrant  Scotch  and  English  are  the  worst  masters  among  us,  and 
next  to  them  our  Northern  fellow-citizens.  Slaveholders  born  and 
bred  here  are  always  more  humane  to  slaves,  and  those  who  have 
grown  up  to  a  large  inheritance  of  them,  the  most  so  of  any — 
showing  clearly  that  the  efiect  of  the  system  is  to  foster  kindly 
feelings.  I  do  not  mean  so  much  to  impute  innate  inhumanity  to 
foreigners,  as  to  show  that  they  come  here  with  false  notions  of 
the  treatment  usual  and  necessary  for  slaves,  and  that  newly  ac- 
quired power  here,  as  everywhere  else,  is  apt  to  be  abused.  I 
cannot  enter  into  a  detailed  examination  of  the  cases  stated  by 
the  abolitionists.  It  would  be  disgusting,  and  of  little  avail.  I 
know  nothing  of  them.  I  have  seen  nothing  like  them,  though 
born  and  bred  hero,  and  have  rarely  heard  of  any  thing  at  all  to  be  , 
compared  to  them.  Permit  me  to  say  that  I  think  most  of  your 
facts  must  have  been  drawn  from  the  West  Indies,  where  undoubt- 
edly slaves  were  treated  much  more  harshly  than  with  us.  Tliis 
was  owing  to  a  variety  of  causes,  which  might,  if  necessary,  be 
stated.  One  was,  that  they  had  at  first  to  deal  more  extensively 
with  barbarians  fresh  from  the  wilds  of  Africa ;  another,  and  a 
leading  one,  the  absenteeism  of  proprietors.  Agents  are  always  • 
more  unfeeling  than  owners,  whether  placed  over  West  Indian  or 
American  slaves,  or  Irish  tenantry.  We  feel  this  evil  greatly  even 
here.  You  describe  the  use  of  thumb  screws^  as  one  mode  of 
punishment  among  us.  I  doubt  if  a  thumb  screw  can  be  found 
in  America.  I  never  saw  or  heard  of  one  in  this  country.  Stocks 
are  rarely  used  by  private  individuals,  and  confinement  still  more 
seldom,  though  both  are  common  punishments  for  whites,  all  the 
world  over.  I  think  they  should  be  more  frequently  resorted  to 
with  slaves,  as  substitutes  for  fiogging,  which  I  consider  the  most 
injurious  and  least  efficacious  mode  of  punishing  them  for  serious 
oflenses.  It  is  not  degrading,  and  unless  excessive,  occasions 
little  pain.  You  may  be  a  little  astonished,  after  all  the  flourishes 
that  have  been  made  about  "  cart  whips,"  etc.,  when  I  say  flog- 
ging is  not  the  most  degrading  punishment  in  the  world.    It  naay 
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be  80  to  a  white  man  in  most  countries,  but  how  is  it  to  the  white 
boy  ?  That  necessary  coadjutor  of  the  schoolmaster,  the  "  birch," 
is  never  thought  to  have  rendered  infamous  the  unfortunate  victim 
of  pedagogue  ire ;  nor  did  Solomon  in  his  wisdom  dream  that  he 
was  counseling  parents  to  debase  their  offspring,  when  he  ex- 
horted them  not  to  spoil  the  child  by  sparing  the  rod.  Pardon 
me  for  recurring,  to  the  now  exploded  ethics  of  the  Bible.  Cus- 
tom, which,  you  will  perhaps  agree,  makes  most  things  in  this 
world  good  or  evil,  has  removed  all  infamy  from  the  punishment 
of  the  lash  to  the  slave.  Your  blood  boils  at  the  recital  of  stripes 
inflicted  on  a  man ;  and  you  think  you  should  be  frenzied  to  see 
your  own  child  flogged.  Yet  see  how  completely  this  is  ideal, 
arising  from  the  fashions  of  society.  You  doubtless  submitted  to 
the  rod  yourself,  in  other  years,  when  the  smart  was  perhaps  as 
severe  as  it  would  be  now ;  and  you  have  never  been  guilty  of 
the  folly  of  revenging  yourself  on  the  Preceptor,  who,  in  the 
plenitude  of  his  "  irresponsible  power,*'  thought  proper  to  chas- 
tise your  son.     So  it  is  with  the  negro,  and  the  negro  father. 

As  to  chains  and  irons,  they  are  rarely  used ;  never,  I  believe, 
except  in  cases  of  running  away.  You  will  admit  that  if  we  pre- 
tend to  own  slaves,  they  must  not  be  permitted  to  abscond  when- 
ever they  see  flt ;  and  that  if  nothing  else  will  prevent  it,  these 
means  must  be  resorted  to.  See  the  inhumanity  necessarily  aris- 
ing from  slavery,  you  will  exclaim.  Are  such  restraints  imposed 
on  no  other  class  of  people,  giving  no  more  ofiense  ?  Look  to 
.your  army  and  navy.  K  your  seamen,  impressed  from  their 
peaceful  occupations,  and  your  soldiers,  recruited  at  the  gin-shops 
— ^both  of  them  as  much  kidnapped  as  the  most  unsuspecting  vic- 
tim of  the  slave  trade,  and  doomed  to  a  far  more  wretched  fate — 
if  these  men  manifest  a  propensity  to  desert,  the  heaviest  man- 
acles are  their  mildest  punishment.  It  is  most  commonly  death, 
after  summary  trial.  But  armies  and  navies,  you  say,  are  indis- 
pensable, and  must  be  kept  up  at  every  sacrifice.  I  answer,  that 
they  are  no  more  indispensable  than  slavery  is  to  us — and  to  you; 
for  you  have  enough  of  it  in  your  country,  though  the  form  and 
name  difler  from  ours. 

Depend  upon  it  that  many  things,  and  in  regard  to  our  slaves, 
most  things  which  appear  revolting  at  a  distance,  and  to  slight 
reflection,  would,  on  a  nearer  view  and  impartial  comparison  with 
the  customs  and  conduct  of  the  rest  of  mankind,  strike  you  in  a 
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very  different  light.  Eeinember  that  on  our  estates  we  dispense 
with  the  whole  machinery  of  public  police  and  public  courts  of 
justice.  Thus  we  try,  decide,  and  execute  the  sentences,  in  thou- 
sands of  cases,  which  in  other  countries  would  go  into  the  courts. 
Hence,  most  of  the  acts  of  our  alleged  cruelty,  which  have  any 
foundation  in  truth.  Whether  our  patriarchal  mode  o^  adminis- 
tering justice  is  less  humane  than  the  Assizes,  can  only  be  deter- 
mined by  careful  inquiry  and  comparison.  But  this  is  never 
done  by  the  abolitionists.  All  our  punishments  are  the  outrages 
of  "  irresponsible  power."  If  a  man  steals  a  pig  in  England,  he 
is  transported — ^torn  from  wife,  children,  parents,  and  sent  to  the 
antipodes,  infamous,  and  an  outcast  forever,  though  probably  he 
took  from  the  superabundance  of  his  neighbor  to  save  the  lives  of 
his  famishing  little  ones.  If  one  of  our  well  fed  negroes,  merely 
for  the  sake  of  fresh  meat,  steals  a  pig,  he  gets  perhaps  forty 
stripes.  K  one  of  your  cottagers  breaks  into  another's  house,  he 
is  hung  for  burglary.  K  a  slave  does  the  same  here,  a  few  lashes, 
or  it  may  be,  a  few  hours  in  the  stocks,  settles  the  matter.  Are 
our  courts  or  yours  the  most  humane  ?  K  slavery  were  not  in 
question,  you  would  doubtless  say  ours  is  mistaken  lenity.  Per- 
haps it  often  is ;  and  slaves  too  lightly  dealt  with  sometimes  grow 
daring.  Occasionally,  though  rarely,  and  almost  always  in  con- 
sequence of  excessive  indulgence,  an  individual  rebels.  This  is 
the  highest  crime  he  can  commit.  It  is  treason.  It  strikes  at 
the  root  of  our  whole  system.  His  life  is  justly  forfeited,  though 
it  is  never  intentionally  taken,  unless  after  trial  in  our  public, 
courts.  Sometimes,  however,  in  capturing,  or  in  self-defense,  he 
is  unfortunately  killed.  A  legal  investigation  always  follows. 
But,  terminate  as  it  may,  the  abolitionists  raise  a  hue  and  cry, 
and  another  '^  shocking  case  "  is  held  up  to  the  indignation  of  the 
world  by  tender-hearted  male  and  female  philanthropists,  who 
would  have  thought  all  right  had  the  master's  throat  been  cut, 
and  would  have  triumphed  in  it. 

I  cannot  go  into  a  detailed  comparison  between  the  penalties 
inflicted  on  a  slave  in  our  patriarchal  courts,  and  those  of  the* 
Courts  of  Sessions,  to  which  freemen  are  sentenced  in  all  civilized 
nations ;  but  I  know  well  that  if  there  is  any  fault  in  our  criminal 
code,  it  is  that  of  excessive  mildness. 

Perhaps  a  few  general  facts  will  best  illustrate  the  treatments 
this  race  receives  at  our  hands.     It  is  acknowledged  that  it  in-- 
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creases  at  least  as  rapidly  as  the  white.  I  believe  it  is  an  estab- 
lished law,  that  popolation  thrives  in  proportion  to  its  comforts. 
But  when  it  is  considered  that  these  people  arc  not  recraited  by 
immigration  from  abroad,  as  the  whites  are,  and  that  they  are 
usually  settled  on  our  richest  and  least  healthy  lands,  the  £Bu;t  of 
their  equal  comparative  increase  and  greater  longevity,  outweighs 
a  thousand  abolition  falsehoods,  in  favor  of  the  leniency  and  pro- 
vidence of  our  management  of  them.  It  is  also  admitted  that 
there  are  incomparably  fewer  cases  of  insanity  and  suicide  among 
them  than  among  the  whites.  The  fact  is,  that  among  the  slaves 
of  the  African  race  these  things  are  almost  wholly  unknown. 
However  frequent  suicide  may  have  been  among  those  brought 
from  Africa,  I  can  say  that  in  my  time  I  cannot  remember  to  have 
known  or  heard  of  a  single  instance  of  deliberate  self-destruction, 
and  but  of  one  of  suicide  at  all.  As  to  insanity,  I  have  seen  but 
one  permanent  case  of  it,  and  that  twenty  years  ago.  It  cannot 
be  doubted  that  among  three  millions  of  people  there  must  be 
some  insane  and  some  suicides ;  but  I  will  venture  to  say  that 
more  cases  of  both  occur  annually  among  every  hundred  thousand 
of  the  population  of  Great  Britain,  than  among  all  our  slaves. 
Can  it  be  possible,  then,  that  they  exist  in  that  state  of  abject  mis- 
ery, goaded  by  constant  injuries,  outraged  in  their  affections,  and 
worn  down  with  hardships,  which  the  abolitionists  depict,  and  so 
many  ignorant  and  thoughtless  persons  religiously  believe  i 

With  regard  to  the  separation  of  husbands  and  wives,  parents 
and  children,  nothing  can  be  more  untrue  than  the  inferences 
drawn  from  what  is  so  constantly  harped  on  by  abolitionists. 
Some  painful  instances  perhaps  may  occur.  Very  few  that  can 
be  prevented.  It  is,  and  it  always  has  been,  an  object  of  prime 
consideration  with  our  slaveholders,  to  keep  families  together. 
Negroes  are  themselves  both  perverse  and  comparatively  indiffer- 
ent about  this  matter.  It  is  a  singular  trait,  that  they  almost 
invariably  prefer  forming  connections  with  slaves  belonging  to 
other  masters,  and  at  some  distance.  It  is,  therefore,  impossible 
to  prevent  separations  sometimes,  by  the  removal  of  one  owner, 
his  death,  or  failure,  and  dispersion  of  his  property.  In  all  such 
cases,  however,  every  reasonable  effort  is  made  to  keep  the  parties 
together,  if  they  desire  it.  And  the  negroes  forming  these  con- 
nections, knowing  the  chances  of  their  premature  dissolution, 
rarely  complain  more  than  we  all  do  of  the  inevitable  strokes  of 
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fate.  Sometimes  it  happens  that  a  negro  prefers  to  give  up  his 
family  rather  than  8epai*ate  from  his  master.  I  have  known  such 
instances.  As  to  willfully  selling  off  a  husband,  or  wife,  or  child, 
I  believe  it  is  rarely,  very  rarely  done,  except  when  some  offense 
has  been  committed  demanding  "  transportation.''  At  sales  of 
estates,  and  even  at  sheriff's  sales,  they  are  always,  if  possible, 
sold  in  families.  On  the  whole,  notwithstanding  the  migratory 
character  of  our  population,  I  believe  there  are  more  fEimilies 
among  our  slaves,  who  have  lived  and  died  together  without 
losing  a  single  member  from  their  circle,  except  by  the  process  of 
nature,  and  in  the  enjoyment  of  constant,  uninterrupted  commu- 
nion, than  have  flourished  in  the  same  space  of  time,  and  among 
the  same  number  of  civilized  people  in  modern  times.  And  to 
sum  up  all,  if  pleasure  is  correctly  defined  to  be  the  absence  of 
pain — which,  so  far  as  the  great  body  of  mankind  is  concerned, 
is  undoubtedly  its  true  definition — ^I  believe  our  slaves  are  the 
happiest  three  millions  of  human  beings  on  whom  the  sun 
shines.  Into  their  Eden  is  coming  Satan  in  the  guise  of  an 
abolitionist. 

As  regards  their  religious  condition,  it  is  well  known  that  a 
majority  of  the  communicants  of  the  Methodist  and  Baptist 
churches  of  the  South  are  colored.  Almost  everywhere  they  have 
precisely  the  same  opportunities  of  attending  worship  that  the 
whites  have,  and,  beside  special  occasions  for  themselves  exclu- 
sively, which  they  prefer.  In  many  places  not  so  accessible  to 
clergymen  in  ordinary,  missionaries  are  sent,  and  mainly  sup- 
ported by  their  masters,  for  the  particular  benefit  of  the  slaves. 
There  are  none  I  imagine  who  may  not,  if  they  like,  hear  the 
gospel  preached  at  least  once  a  month — most  of  them  twice  a 
month,  and  very  many  every  week.  In  our  thinly  settled  country 
the  whites  fare  no  better.  But  in  addition  to  this,  on  plantations 
of  any  size,  the  slaves  who  have  joined  the  church  are  formed 
into  a  class,  at  the  head  of  which  is  placed  one  of  their  number, 
acting  as  deacon  or  leader,  who  is  also  sometimes  a  licensed 
preacher.  This  class  assembles  for  religious  exercises  weekly, 
semi-weekly,  or  oftener,  if  the  members  choose.  In  some  parts, 
also,  Sunday  schools  for  blacks  are  established,  and  Bible  classes 
are  orally  instructed  by  discreet  and  pious  persons.  Now  where 
will  you  find  a  laboring  population  possessed  of  greater  religious 
advantages  than  these?    Not  in  London,  I  am  sure,  where  it  is 
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known  that  your  churches,  chapels,  and  religions  meeting-honses, 
of  all  sorts,  can  not  contain  one-half  of  the  inhabitants. 

I  have  admitted,  without  hesitation,  what  it  would  be  untrue 
and  profitless  to  deny,  that  slaveholders  are  responsible  to  the 
world  for  the  humane  treatment  of  the  fellow-beings  whom  God 
has  placed  in  their  hands.  I  think  it  would  be  only  fair  for  you 
to  admit,  what  is  equally  undeniable,  that  every  man  in  indepen- 
dent circumstances,  all  the  world  over,  and  every  government,  is 
to  the  same  extent  responsible  to  the  whole  human  family,  for  the 
condition  of  the  poor  and  laboring  classes  in  their  own  country, 
and  around  them,  wherever  they  may  be  placed,  to  whom  God 
has  denied  the  advantages  he  has  given  themselves.  If  so,  it 
would  naturally  seem  the  duty  of  true  humanity  and  rational 
philanthropy  to  devote  their  time  and  labor,  their  thoughts,  writ- 
ings and  charity,  first  to  the  objects  placed  as  it  were  under  their 
own  immediate  charge.  And  it  must  be  regarded  as  a  clear  eva- 
sion and  skillful  neglect  of  this  cardinal  duty,  to  pass  from  those 
whose  destitute  situation  they  can  plainly  see,  minutely  examine, 
and  efficiently  relieve,  to  inquire  after  the  condition  of  others  in 
no  way  intrusted  to  their  care,  to  exaggerate  evils  of  which  they 
can  not  be  cognizant,  to  expend  all  their  sympathies  and  exhaust 
all  their  energies  on  these  remote  objects  of  their  unnatural,  not 
to  say  dangerous,  benevolence;  and  finally,  to  calumniate,  de- 
nounce, and  endeavor  to  excite  the  indignation  of  the  world 
against  their  unoffending  fellow-creatures  for  not  hastening,  under 
their  dictation,  to  redress  wrongs  which  are  stoutly  and  truthfully 
denied,  while  they  themselves  go  but  little  further  in  alleviating 
those  chargeable  on  them  than  openly  and  unblushingly  to  ac- 
knowledge them.  There  may  be  indeed  a  sort  of  merit  in  doing 
BO  much  as  to  make  such  an  acknowledgment,  but  it  must  be  very 
modest  if  it  expects  appreciation. 

Now  I  affirm,  that  in  Great  Britain  the  poor  and  laboring 

classes  of  your  own  race  and  color,  not  only  your  fellow-beings, 

but    your  fellow-citizens^  are  more    miserable  and  degraded, 

morally  and  physically,  than  our  slaves ;  to  be  elevated  to  the 

actual  condition  of  whom,  would  be  to  these,  your  fellow-citi- 

zena^  a  most  glorious  act  of  emancipation.    And  I  also  affirm, 

that  the  poor  and  laboring  classes  of  our  older  free  States  would 

not  be  in  a  much  more  enviable  condition,  but  for  our  slavery. 

One  of  their  own  Senators  has  declared  in  the  United  States 
42 
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Senate,  "  that  the  repeal  of  the  Tariff  would  reduce  New  Eng- 
land to  a  howling  wilderness."  And  the  American  Tariff  is 
neither  more  or  less  than  a  system  by  which  the  slave  States 
are  plundered  for  the  benefit  of  those  States  which  do  not  tolerate 
slavery. 

To  prove  what  I  say  of  Great  Britain  to  be  true,  I  make  the 
following  extracts  from  the  Reports  of  Commissioners  appointed 
by  Parliament,  and  published  by  order  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  can  make  but  few  and  short  ones.  But  similar  quotations  might 
be  made  to  any  extent,  and  I  defy  you  to  deny  that  these  speci- 
mens exhibit  the  real  condition  of  your  operatives  in  every  branch 
of  your  industry.  There  is  of  course  a  variety  in  their  sufferings. 
But  the  same  incredible  amount  of  toil,  frightful  destitution,  and 
utter  want  of  morals,  characterize  the  lot  of  every  class  of  them. 

Collieries — "  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Board  to  the 
pits  about  Brampton.  The  seams  are  so  thin  that  several  of 
them  have  only  two  feet  headway  to  all  the  working.  They  are 
worked  altogether  by  boys  from  eight  to  twelve  years  of  age,  on 
all-fours,  with  a  dog  belt  and  chain.  The  passages  being  neither 
ironed  nor  wooded,  and  often  an  inch  or  two  thick  with  mud.  In 
Mr.  Barnes'  pit  these  poor  boys  have  to  drag  the  barrows  with 
one  hundred  weight  of  coal  or  slack  sixty  times  a  day  sixty  yards, 
^nd  the  empty  barrows  back,  without  once  straightening  their 
backs,  unless  they  chose  to  stand  under  the  shaft,  and  run  the 
risk  of  having  their  heads  broken  by  a  falling  coal." — Report  on 
Mines,  1842,  p.  71.  "In  Shropshire  the  seams  are  no  more  than 
eighteen  or  twenty  inches." — ^Ibid,  p.  67.  "  At  the  Booth  pit," 
says  Mr.  Scriven,  "  I  walked,  rode,  and  crept  eighteen  hundred 
yards  to  one  of  the  nearest  faces." — ^Ibid.  "  Chokedamp,  fire- 
damp, wild  fire,  sulphur  and  water,  at  all  times  menace  instant 
death  to  the  laborers  in  these  mines."  "Robert  North,  aged  16: 
Went  into  the  pit  at  seven  years  of  age,  to  fill  up  skips.  I  drew 
about  twelve  months.  When  I  drew  by  the  girdle  and  chain  my 
skin  was  broken,  and  the  blood  ran  down.  I  durst  not  say  any 
thing.  If  we  said  any  thing,  the  butty,  and  the  reeve,  who  works 
under  him,  would  take  a  stick  and  beat  us." — ^Ibid.  "The  usual 
punishment  for  theft  is  to  place  the  culprit's  head  between  the 
legs  of  one  of  the  biggest  boys,  and  each  boy  in  the  pit — some- 
times there  are  twenty — ^inflicts  twelve  lashes  on  the  back  and 
rump  with  a  cat." — ^Ibid.     "Instances  occur  in  which  children 
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are  taken  into  these  mines  to  work  as  early  as  four  years  of  age, 
sometimes  at  five,  not  unfrequently  at  six  and  seven,  while  from 
eight  to  nine  is  the  ordinary  age  at  which  these  employments 
commence.'' — ^Ibid.  ^^  The  wages  paid  at  these  mines  is  from  two 
dollar  fifty  cents  to  seven  dollars  fift;y  cents  per  month  for  laborers, 
according  to  ^e  and  ability,  and  ont  of  this  they  must  support 
themselves.    They  work  twelve  hours  a  day." — ^Ibid. 

In  Calico  Printing, — "  It  is  by  no  means  uncommon  in  all 
the  districts  for  children  five  or  six  years  old  to  be  kept  at  work 
fonrteen  to  sixteen  hours  consecutively." — Beport  on  Children, 
1842,  p.  59. 

I  could  furnish  extracts  similar  to  these  in  regard  to  every 
branch  of  your  manufactures,  but  I  will  not  multiply  them. 
Every  body  knows  that  your  operatives  habitually  labor  from 
twelve  to  sixteen  hours,  men,  women,  and  children,  and  the  men 
occasionally  twenty  hours  per  day.  In  lace-making,  says  the  last 
quoted  report,  children  sometimes  commence  work  at  two  yeai*8 
of  age. 

Destitution, — It  is  stated  by  your  Commissioners  that  forty 
thousand  persons  in  Liverpool,  and  fifteen  thousand  in  Manches- 
ter, live  in  cellars ;  while  twenty-two  thousand  in  Euglaud  pass 
the  night  in  barns,  tents,  or  the  open  air.  "There  have  been 
found  such  occurrences  as  seven,  eight,  and  ten  persons  in  one 
cottage,  I  cannot  say  for  one  day,  but  for  whole  days,  without  a 
morsel  of  food.  They  have  remained  on  their  beds  of  straw  for 
two  successive  days,  under  the  impression  that  in  a  recumbent 
posture  the  pangs  of  hunger  were  less  felt." — ^Lord  Brougham's 
Speech,  11th  July,  1842.  A  volume  of  frightful  scenes  might 
be  quoted  to  corroborate  the  inferences  to  be  necessarily  drawn 
from  the  facts  here  stated.  I  will  not  add  more,  but  pass  on  to 
the  important  inquiry  as  to 

Morals  and  Educa4>ion. — "Elizabeth  Barrett,  aged  14:  I 
always  work  without  stocking^,  shoes,  or  trowsers.  I  wear  noth- 
ing but  a  shift.  I  have  to  go  up  to  the  headings  with  the  men. 
They  are  all  naked  there..  I  am  got  used  to  that." — Report  on 
Mines.  "  As  to  illicit  sexual  intercourse  it  seems  to  prevail  uni- 
versally, and  from  an  early  period  of  life."  "The  evidence  might 
have  been  doubled,  which  attest  the  early  commencement  of  sex- 
ual and  promiscuous  antercourse  among  boys  and  girls."  "A 
lower  condition  of  morals,  in  the  fullest  sense  of  the  term,  could 
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not,  I  think,  be  found.     I  do  not  mean  by  this  that  there  are 
many  more  prominent  vices  among  them,  but  that  moral  feelings 
and  sentiments  do  not  exist.     They  have  no  moraUy     "  Their 
appearance,  manners,  and   moral  natures — so  far  as  the  word 
moral  can  be  applied  to  them — are  in  accordance  with  their  half- 
civilized  condition." — Report  on  Children.     ''More  than  half  a 
dozen  instances  occurred  in  Manchester,  where  a  man,  his  wife, 
and  his  wife's  gi*own-up-sister,   habitually  occupied  the  same 
bed." — Report  on  Sanitary  Condition.     "  Robert  Crucilow,  aged 
16:  I  don't  know  any  thing  of  Moses — never  heard  of  France.    I 
don't  know  what  America  is.     Never  heard  of  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land.    Can't  tell  how  many  weeks  there  are  in  a  year.    There  are 
twelve  pence  in  a  shilling,  and  twenty  shillings  in  a  pound. 
There  are  eight  pints  in  a  gallon  of  ale." — Report  on  Mines. 
"  Ann  Eggly,  aged  18 :  I  walk  about  and  get  fresh  air  on  Sundays. 
I  never  go  to  church  or  chapel.    1  never  heard  of  Christ  at  all." — 
Ibid.     Others :  ''  Th^  Loi*d  sent  Adam  and  Eve  on  earth  to  save 
sinners."     "I  don't  know  who  made  the  world;  I  never  heard 
about  God."     "I  don't  know  Jesus  Christ — I  never  saw  him— 
but  I  have  seen  Foster  who  prays  about  him."     "Employer:  Tou 
have  expressed  surprise  at  Thomas  Mitchel's  not  hearing  of  God. 
I  judge  there  are  few  colliers  here  about  that  have." — ^Ibid.    I 
will  quote  no  more.     It  is  shocking  beyond  endurance  to  torn 
over  your  records,  in  which  the  condition  of  your  laboring  classes 
is  but  too  faithftilly  depicted.     Could  our  slaves  but  see  it,  they 
would  join  us  in  lynching  the  abolitionists,  which,  by  the  by,  they 
would  not  now  be  loth  to  do.     We  never  think  of  imposing  on 
them  such  labor,  either  in  amount  or  kind.    We  never  put  them 
to  any  worky  under  ten,  more  generally  at  twelve  years  of  age, 
and  then  the  very  lightest.     Destitution  is  absolutely  unknown— 
never  did  a  slave  starve  in  America ;  while  in  moral  sentimeDts 
and  feelings,  in  religious  information,  and  even  in  general  intel- 
ligence, they  are   infinitely  the  superiors  of  your  operatives. 
When  you  look  around  you,  how  dare  you  talk  to  us  before  the 
world  of  slavery?    For  the  condition  ©f  your  wretched  laborers, 
you,  and  every  Briton  who  is  not  one  of  them,  are  responsible 
before  God  and  man.    If  you  are  really  humane,  philanthropic, 
and  charitable,  here  are  objects  for  you.    Relieve  them.     Eman- 
cipate them.    Raise  them  from  the  condition  of  brutes,  to  the 
level  of  human  beings — of  American  slaves,  at  least.*  Do  not 
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for  an  instant  suppose  that  the  name  of  being  freemen  is  the 
slightest  comfort  to  them,  situated  as  they  are,  or  t^at  the  bom- 
bastic boast  that  ^^  whoever  touches  British  soil  stands  redeemed, 
regenerated,  and  disenthralled,"  can  meet  with  any  thing  but  the 
ridicule  and  contempt  of  mankind,  while  that  soil  swarms,  both 
on  and  under  its  surface,  with  the  most  abject  and  degraded 
wretches  that  ever  bowed  beneath  the  oppressor's  yoke. 

I  have  said  that  slavery  is  an  established  and  inevitable  condi- 
tion to  human  society.  I  do  not  speak  of  the  name^  but  the  fact. 
The  Marquis  of  Normanby  has  lately  declared  your  operatives  to 
be  "in  eff^ect  slaves.^^  Can  it  be  denied?  Probably,  for  such 
philanthropists  as  your  abolitionists  care  nothing  for  facts.  Tlicy 
deal  in  terms  and  fictions.  It  is  the  word  "slavery"  which 
shocks  their  tender  sensibilities ;  and  their  imaginations  associate 
it  with  "hydras  and  chimeras  dire."  The  thing  itself,  in  its 
most  hideous  reality,  passes  daily  under  their  view  unheeded — a 
familiar  face,  touching  no  chord  of  shame,  sympathy  or  indigna- 
tion. Yet  so  brutalizing  is  your  iron  bondage  that  the  English 
opemtive  is  a  by-word  through  the  world.  When  favoring 
fortune  enables  him  to  escape  his  prison-house,  both  in  Europe 
and  America  he  is  shunned.  With  all  the  skill  which  fourteen 
hours  of  daily  labor  from  the  tenderest  age  has  ground  into  him, 
his  discontent,  which  habit  has  made  second  nature,  and  his  de- 
praved propensities,  running  riot  when  freed  from  his  wonted 
fetters,  prevent  his  employment  whenever  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
necessity.  K  we  derived  no  other  benefit  from  African  slavery 
in  the  Southern  States  than  that  it  deterred  your  freedmen 
jErom  coming  hither,  I  should  regard  it  an  inestimable  bless- 
ing. 

And  how  unaccountable  is  that  philanthropy,  which  closes  its 
eyes  upon  such  a  state  of  things  as  you  have  at  home,  and  turns 
its  blurred  vision  to  our  afiairs  beyond  the  Atlantic,  meddling 
with  matters  which  no  way  concern  them — presiding,  as  you  have 
lately  done,  at  meetings  to  denounce  the  "iniquity  of  our  laws" 
and  "the  atrocity  of  our  practices,"  and  to  sympathize  with  in- 
fiunous  wretches  imprisoned  here  for  violating  decrees  promul- 
gated both  by  God  and  man?  Is  this  doing  the  work  of  "your 
Father  which  is  in  heaven,"  or  is  it  seeking  only  "  that  you  may 
have  glory  of  man  ? "  Do  you  remember  the  denunciation  of  our 
Saviour,  "  Woe  unto  you.  Scribes  and  Pharisees ;  hypocrites  1  for 
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ye  make  clean  the  outside  of  the  cup  and  phitter,  but  within  they 
are  fiill  of  extortion  and  excess." 

But  after  all,  supposing  that  every  thing  you  say  of  slavery  be 
true,  and  its  abolition  a  matter  of  the  last  necessity,  how  do  you 
expect  to  effect  emancipation,  and  what  do  you  calculate  will  be 
the  result  of  its  accomplishment?  As  to  the  means  to  be  used, 
the  abolitionists,  I  believe,  affect  to  differ,  a  large  proportion  of 
them  pretending  that  their  sole  purpose  is  to  apply  "  moral  sua- 
sion" to  the  slaveholders  themselves.  As  a  matter  of  curiosity, 
I  should  like  to  know  what  their  idea  of  this  "moral  suasion"  is. 
Their  discourses — youi'S  is  no  exception — are  all  tirades,  the  exor- 
dium, argument  and  peroration,  turning  on  the  epithets  "  tyrants," 
"thieves,"  "murderers,"  addressed  to  us.  They  revile  us  as 
"  atrocious  monsters,"  "  violators  of  the  laws  of  nature,  Qod  and 
man,"  our  homes  the  abode  of  every  iniquity,  our  land  a 
"brothel."  We  retort,  that  they  are  "incendiaries"  and  "assas- 
sins." Delightful  argument!  Sweet,  potent  "moral  suasion!" 
What  slave  has  it  freed — what  proselyte  can  it  ever  make  ?  But 
if  your  course  was  wholly  different — if  you  distilled  nectar  from 
your  lips,  and  discoursed  sweetest  music,  could  you  reasonably 
indulge  the  hope  of  accomplishing  your  object  by  such  means  ? 
Nay,  supposing  that  we  were  all  convinced,  and  thought  of  slavery 
precisely  as  you  do,  at  what  era  of  "moral  suasion"  do  you  ima- 
gine you  could  prevail  on  us  to  give  up  a  thousand  millions  of 
dollars  in  the  value  of  our  slaves,  and  a  thousand  millions  of  dol- 
lars more  in  the  depreciation  of  our  lands,  in  consequence  of  the 
want  of  laborers  to  cultivate  them  ?  Consider :  were  ever  any 
people,  civilized  or  savage,  persuaded  by  any  argument,  human 
or  divine,  to  surrender  voluntarily  two  thousand  millions  of  dol- 
lars ?  Would  you  think  of  asking  five  millions  of  Englishmen 
to  contribute,  either  at  once  or  gradually,  four  hundred  and  fiAy 
millions  of  pounds  sterling  to  the  cause  of  philanthropy,  even  if 
the  purpose  to  be  accomplished  was  not  of  doubtful  goodness?  If 
you  are  prepared  to  undertake  such  a  scheme,  try  it  at  home. 
Collect  your  fund — ^retum  us  the  money  for  our  slaves,  and  do 
with  them  as  you  like.  Be  all  the  glory  yours,  fairly  and  honestly 
won.  But  you  see  the  absurdity  of  such  an  idea.  Away,  then, 
with  your  pretended  "moral  suasion."  You  know  it  is  inere^ 
nonsense.  The  abolitionists  have  no  faith  in  it  themselves^ 
Those  who  expect  to  accomplish  any  thing  count  on  means  alto^ 
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gether  different.  They  aim,  first,  to  alarm  us :  that  failing,  to 
compel  ufl  by  force  to  emancipate  'our  slaves,  at  our  own  risk  and 
cost.  To  these  purposes  they  obviously  direct  all  their  energies. 
Our  Northern  liberty-men  endeavored  to  disseminate  their  de- 
Btructive  doctrine  among  our  slaves,  and  excite  them  to  insurrec- 
tion. But  we  have  put  an  end  to  that,  and  stricken  terror  into 
them.  They  dare  not  show  their  faces  here.  Then  they  declared 
they  would  dissolve  the  Union.  Let  them  do  it.  The  North 
would  repent  it  far  more  than  the  South.  We  are  not  alarmed  at 
the  idea.  We  are  well  content  to  give  up  the  Union  sooner  than 
sacrifice  two  thousand  millions  of  dollars,  and  with  them  all  the 
rights  we  prize.  You  may  take  it  for  granted  that  it  is  impossible 
to  persuade  or  alarm  us  into  emancipation,  or  to  making  the  first 
Btep  toward  it.  Nothing,  then,  is  left  to  try,  but  sheer  force.  If 
the  abolitionists  are  prepared  to  expend  their  own  treasure  and 
shed  their  own  blood  as  fi*eely  as  they  ask  us  to  do  ours,  let  them 
come.  We  do  not  court  the  conflict ;  but  we  will  not  and  we  can- 
not shrink  from  it.  K  they  are  not  ready  to  go  so  far ;  if,  as  I 
expect,  their  philanthropy  recoils  from  it ;  if  they  are  looking  only 
for  cheap  glory,  let  them  turn  their  thoughts  elsewhere,  and  leave 
us  in  peace.  Be  the  sin,  the  danger  and  the  evils  of  slavery  all 
our  own.     We  compel,  we  ask  none  to  share  them  with  us. 

I  am  well  aware  that  a  notable«scheme  has  been  set  on  foot  to 
achieve  abolition  by  making  what  is  by  courtesy  called  "free'' 
labor  so  much  cheaper  than  slave  labor  as  to  force  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  latter.  Though  we  are  beginning  to  manufacture 
with  slaves^  I  do  not  think  you  will  attempt  to  pinch  your  opera- 
tives closer  in  Great  Britain.  Tou  cannot  curtail  the  rags  with 
which  they  vainly  attempt  to  cover  their  nakedness,  nor  reduce 
the  porridge  which  barely,  and  not  always,  keeps  those  who  have 
employment  fi*om  perishing  of  famine.  When  you  can  do  this, 
we  will  consider  whether  our  slaves  may  not  dispense  with  a 
pound  or  two  of  bacon  per  week,  or  a  few  garments  annually. 
Your  aim,  however,  is  to  cheapen  labor  in  the  tropics.  The  idea 
of  doing  this  by  exporting  your  "bold  yeomanry"  is,  I  presume, 
given  up.  Cromwell  tried  it  when  ho  sold  the  captured  followers 
of  Charles  into  West  Indian  slavery^  where  they  speedily  found 
graves.  Nor  have  your  recent  experiments  on  British  and  even 
Dutch  constitutions  succeeded  better.  Have  you  still  faith  in  car- 
rying thither  your  coolies  from  Hindostan  ?    Doubtless  that  once 
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wild  robber  race,  whose  highest  eulogium  was  that  they  did  not 
murder  merely  for  the  love  of  blood,  have  been  tamed  down,  and 
are  perhaps  "  keen  for  immigration,"  for  since  your  civilization 
has  reached  it,  plunder  has  grown  scarce  in  Guzerat.  But  what 
is  the  result  of  the  experiment  thus  far  ?  Have  the  coolies,  ceas- 
ing to  handle  arms,  learned  to  handle  spades,  and  proved  hardy 
and  profitable  laborers  ?  On  the  contrary,  broken  in  spirit  and 
stricken  with  disease  at  home,  the  wretched  victims  whom  you 
have  hitherto  kidnapped  for  a  bounty,  confined  in  depots,  put 
under  hatches  and  carried  across  the  ocean — forced  into  "  volun- 
tary immigration,"  have  done  little  but  lie  down  and  die  on  the 
pdeudo  soil  of  freedom.  At  the  end  of  five  years  two-thirds,  in 
some  colonies  a  larger  proportion,  are  no  more !  Humane  and 
pious  contrivance!  To  alleviate  the  fancied  sufierings  of  the 
accursed  posterity  of  Ham,  you  sacrifice  by  a  cruel  death  two- 
thirds  of  the  children  of  the  blessed  Shem — and  demand  the 
applause  of  Christians — the  blessing  of  heaven !  K  this  "experi- 
ment" is  to  go  on,  in  God's  name  try  your  hand  upon  the  Thugs. 

« 

That  other  species  of  "  immigration  "  to  which  you  are  resorting 
I  \rill  consider  presently. 

But  what  do  you  calculate  will  be  the  result  of  emancipation, 
by  whatever  means  accomplished  ?  You  will  probably  point  me, 
by  way  of  answer,  to  the  West  Indies — doubtless  to  Antigua,  the 
great  boast  of  abolition.  Admitting  that  it  has  succeeded  there — 
which  I  will  do  for  the  sake  of  the  argument — do  you  know  the 
reason  of  it  ?  The  true  and  only  causes  of  whatever  success  has 
attended  it  in  Antigua  are,  that  the  population  was  before 
crowded,  and  all  or  nearly  all  the  arable  land  in  cultivation. 
The  emancipated  negroes  could  not,  many  of  them,  get  away  if 
they  desired ;  and  knew  not  where  to  go,  in  case  they  did.  They 
had,  practically,  no  alternati\ie  but  to  remain  on  the  spot ;  and 
remaining,  they  must  work  on  the  terms  of  the  proprietors,  or 
perish — the  sti*ong  arm  of  the  mother  country  forbidding  all  hope 
of  seizing  the  land  for  themselves.  The  proprietors,  well  know- 
ing that  they  could  thus  command  labor  for  the  merest  necessities 
of  life,  which  was  much  cheaper  than  maintaining  the  non-effect- 
ive as  well  as  effective  slaves  in  a  style  which  decency  and  inter- 
est, if  not  humanity,  required,  willingly  accepted  half  their  value, 
and  at  once  realized  far  more  than  the  interest  on  the  other  half 
in  the  diminution  of  their  expenses,  and  the  reduced  comforts  of 
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the  freemen.  One  of  jour  most  illasti-ioiis  judges,  who  was  alto 
a  profound  and  philosophical  historian,  has  said  '^that  villeinage 
was  not  abolished,  but  went  into  decay  in  England."  This  was 
the  process.  This  has  been  the  process  wherever  (the  name  of) 
villeinage  or  slavery  has  been  successfully  abandoned.  Slavery, 
in  fact,  "  went  into  decay "  in  Antigua.  I  have  admitted  that, 
under  similar  circumstances,  it  might  profitably  cease  here — that 
is,  profitably  to  the  individual  proprietors.  Give  me  half  the 
value  of  ray  slaves,  and  compel  them  to  remain  and  labor  on  my 
plantation,  at  ten  to  eleven  cents  a  day,  as  they  do  in  Antigua, 
supporting  themselves  and  families,  and  you  shall  have  them  to- 
morrow, and  if  you  like  dub  them  "free."  Not  to  stickle,  I 
would  surrender  them  without  price.  No — I  recall  my  words : 
My  humanity  revolts  at  the  idea.  I  am  attached  to  my  slaves, 
and  would  not  have  act  or  part  in  reducing  them  to  such  a  condi- 
tion. I  deny,  however,  that  Antigua,  as  a  community,  is,  or  ever 
will  be,  as  prospermis  under  present  circumstances,  as  she  was 
before  abolition,  though  fully  ripe  for  it.  The  Act  is  well  known. 
The  reason  is  that  the  African,  if  not  a  distinct,  is  an  inferior  race, 
and  never  will  efiect,  as  it  never  has  efiected,  as  much  in  any 
other  condition  as  in  that  of  slavery. 

1  know  of  no  slaveholder  who  has  visited  the  West  Indies 
since  slavery  was  abolished,  and  published  his  views  of  it.  All 
our  facts  and  opinions  come  through  the  friends  of  the  experiment, 
or  at  least  those  not  opposed  to  it.  Taking  these,  even  without 
allowance,  to  be  true  as  stated,  I  do  not  see  where  the  abolitionists 
find  cause  for  exultation.  The  tables  of  exports,  which  are  the 
best  evidences  of  the  condition  of  a  people,  exhibit  a  woful  falling 
ofi*— excused,  it  is  true,  by  unprecedented  droughts  and  hurricanes, 
to  which  their  free  labor  seems  unaccountably  more  subject  than 
slave  labor  used  to  be.  I  will  not  go  into  detail.  It  is  well 
known  that  a  large  proportion  of  British  legislation  and  expendi- 
ture, and  that  proportion  still  constantly  increasing,  is  most  anxi- 
ously devoted  to  repairing  the  monstrous  error  of  emancipation. 
You  are  actually  galvanizing  your  expiring  colonies.  The  truth, 
deduce<l  from  all  the  facts,  was  thus  pithily  stated  by  the  London 
Quarterly  Review^  as  long  ago  as  1840 :  "  None  of  the  benefits 
anticipated  by  mistaken  good  intentions  have  been  idealized,  while 
every  evil  wished  for  by  knaves  and  foreesen  by  the  wise  has  been 
painfully  verified.    The  wild  rashness  of  fanaticism  baa  made  the 


g66  SLAVERY    IN    THE    LIGHT 

emancipation  of  the  slaves  equivalent  to  the  loss  of  one-half  of 
the  West  Indies,  and  yet  put  back  the  chance  of  negro  civiliza- 
tion."— Art.  Ld.  Dudley's  Letters.  Such  are  the  regX  fruiU  of 
your  never-to-be-too-much-glorified  abolition,  and  the  valuable 
dividend  of  your  twenty  millions  of  pounds  sterling  invested 
therein. 

If  any  further  proof  was  wanted  of  the  utter  and  well-known, 
though  not  yet  openly  avowed,  failure  of  West  Indian  emancipa- 
tion, it  would  be  furnished  by  the  startling  fact,  that  the  African 
Slave  Trade  has  been  actually  revived  under  the  auspices  and 
PROTECTION  OF  THE  BRmsH  GOVERNMENT.     Under  tlic  specious 
guise  of  "  immigration,"  they  are  replenishing  those  Islands  with 
slaves  from  the  coast  of  Africa.     Your  colony  of  Sierra  Leone, 
founded  on  that  coast  to  prevent  the  slave  trade,  and  peopled,  by 
the  bye,  in  the  fii*st  instance,  by  negroes  stolen  from  these  States 
during  the  Revolutionary  War,  is  the  depot  to  which  captive's 
taken  from  slavers  by  your  armed  vessels  are  transported.    I 
might  say  returnea,  since  nearly  half  the  Africans  carried  across 
the  Atlantic  are  understood  to  be  embarked  in  this  vicinity.     The 
wretched  survivors,  who  are  there  set  at  liberty,  are  immediately 
seduced  to  "immigrate"  to  the  West  Indies.     The  business  is 
systematically  carried  on  by  black  "delegates,"  sent  expressly 
from  the  West  Indies,  where,  oa  arrival,  the  "  immigrants  "  are 
sold  into  slavery  for  twenty-one  years,  under  conditions  ridicu- 
lously trivial  and  wickedly  void,  since  few  or  none  will  ever  be 
able  to  derive  any  advantage  from  them.     The  whole  prime  of 
life  thus  passed  in  bondage,  it  is  contemplated,  and  doubtless  it 
will  be  carried  into  effect,  to  turn  them  out  in  their  old  age  to 
shift  for  themselves,  and  to  supply  their  places  with  fr^sh  and 
vigorous  "  immigrants."    Was  ever  a  system  of  slavery  so  bar- 
barous devised  before?    Oan  you  think  of  comparing  it  with 
ours?    Even  your  own  religious  missionaries  at  Sierra  Leone 
denounce  it  "  as  worse  than  the  slave  state  in  Africa."    And  your 
black  delegates,  fearful  of  the  influence  of  these  missionaries,  a8 
well  as  on  account  of  the  inadequate  supply  of  captives,  are  now 
preparing  to  procure  the  able-bodied  and  comparatively  industri- 
ous Kroomen  of  the  interior,  by  purcTia-aing  from  their  head- 
men the  privilege  of  inveigling  them  to  the  West  India  market! 
So  ends  the  magnificent  farce — ^perhaps  I  should  say  tragedy,  of 
West  India  abolition  I    I  will  not  harrow  your  feelings  by  asking 
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you  to  review  the  labors  of  your  life  and  tell  me  what  you  aud 
your  brother  enthusiasts  have  accomplished  for  ''  injured  Africa," 
but  while  agreeing  with  Lord  Stowell,  that  "  villeinage  decayed," 
and  admitting  that  slavery  might  do  so  also,  I  think  I  am  folly 
justified  by  passed  and  passing  events  in  saying,  as  Mr.  Grosvenor 
said  of  the  slave  trade,  that  its  abolition  is  "impossible." 

You  are  greatly  mistaken,  however,  if  you  think  that  the  con- 
sequences of  emancipation  here  would  be  similar  and  no  more 
injurious  than  those  which  followed  from  it  in  your  little  sea-girt 
West  India  Islands,  where  nearly  all  were  blacks.  The  system 
of  slavery  is  not  in  "  decay "  with  us.  It  flourishes  in  foil  and 
growing  vigor.  Our  country  is  boundless  in  extent.  Dotted 
here  and  there  with  villages  and  fields,  it  is,  for  the  most  part, 
covered  with  immense  forests  and  swamps  of  almost  unknown 
8ke.  In  such  a  country,  with  a  people  so  restless  as  ours,  com- 
municating  of  course  some  of  that  spirit  to  their  domestics,  can 
you  conceive  that  any  thing  short  of  the  power  of  the  master 
over  the  slave,  could  confine  the  African  race,  notoriously  idle 
and  improvident,  to  labor  on  our  plantations  ?  Break  this  bond, 
but  for  a  day,  and  these  plantations  will  be  solitudes.  The  negro 
loves  change,  novelty,  and  sensual  excitements  of  all  kinds,  when 
awake.  "Reason  and  order,"  of  which  Mr.  Wilberforce  said 
** liberty  was  the  child,"  do  not  "characterize  him.  Released  from 
his  present  obligations,  his  first  impulse  would  be  to  go  some- 
where. And  here  no  natural  boundaries  would  restrain  him. 
At  first  they  would  all  seek  the  towns,  and  rapidly  accumulate  in 
squalid  groups  upon  their  outskirts.  Driven  thence  by  the 
"armed  police,"  which  would  immediately  spring  into  existence, 
they  would  scatter  in  all  directions.  Some  bodies  of  them  might 
wander  toward  the  "free"  States,  or  to  the  Western  wilderness, 
marking  their  tracks  by  their  depredations  and  their  corpses. 
Many  would  roam  wild  in  our  "big  woods."  Many  more  would 
seek  the  recesses  of  our  swamps  for  secure  covert.  Few,  very 
few  of  them,  could  be  prevailed  on  to  do  a  stroke  of  work,  none 
to  labor  continuously,  while  a  head  of  cattle,  sheep  or  swine 
could  be  found  in  our  ranges,  or  an  ear  of  corn  nodded  in  our 
abandoned  fields.  These  exhausted,  our  folds  and  poultry  yards, 
bai*ns  and  store-houses,  would  become  their  prey.  Finally,  our 
scattered  dwellings  would  be  plundered,  perhaps  fired,  and  the 
inmates  murdered.    How  long  do  you  suppose  that  we  could  bear 
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these  things?  How  long  would  it  be  before  we  should  sleep  with 
rifles  at  our  bedsides,  and  never  move  without  one  in  our  hands  ? 
This  work  once  begun,  let  the  story  of  our  British  ancestors  and 
the  aborigines  of  this  country  tell  the  sequel.  Far  more  rapid, 
however,  would  be  the  catastrophe.  "Ere  many  moons  went 
by,"  the  African  race  would  be  exterminated,  or  reduced  again 
to  slavery,  their  ranks  recruited,  after  your  example,  by  fresh 
"  emigrants  "  trom  their  fatherland. 

Is  timely  preparation  and  gradual  emancipation  suggested  to 
avert  these  horrible  consequences  ?  I  thought  your  experience  in 
the  West  Indies  had,  at  least,  done  so  much  as  to  explode  that 
idea.  If  it  failed  there,  much  more  would  it  fail  here,  where  the 
two  races,  approximating  to  equality  in  numbers,  are  daily  and 
hourly  in  the  closest  contact.  Give  room  for  but  a  single  spark 
of  real  jealousy  to  be  kindled  between  them,  and  the  explosion 
would  be  instantaneous  and  univei*sal.  It  is  the  most  fatal  of  all 
fallacies,  to  suppose  that  these  two  races  can  exist  together,  after 
any  length  of  time,  or  any  process  of  preparation,  on  terms  at  all 
approaching  to  equality.  Of  this,  both  of  them  are  finally  and 
fixedly  convinced.  They  differ  essentially,  in  all  the  leading 
traits  which  characterize  the  varieties  of  the  human  species,  and 
color  draws  an  indelible  and  insuperable  line  of  separation  be- 
tween them.  Every  scheme  founded  upon  the  idea  that  they  can 
remain  together  on  the  same  soil,  beyond  the  briefest  period,  in 
any  other  relation  than  precisely  that  which  now  subsists  between 
them,  is  not  only  preposterous,  but  fraught  with  deepest  danger. 
If  there  was  no  alternative  but  to  try  the  "  experiment "  here, 
reason  and  humility  dictate  that  the  sufferings  of  "gradualism" 
should  be  saved,  and  the  catastrophe  of  "  immediate  abolition  '* 
enacted  as  rapidly  as  possible.  Are  you  impatient  for  the  per 
formance  to  commence  ?  Do  you  long  to  gloat  over  the  scenes  I 
have  suggested,  but  could  not  hold  the  pen  to  portray?  In  your 
long  life  many  such  have  passed  under  your  review.  You  know 
that  thsy  are  not  ^Hmpossible,^'^  Oan  they  be  to  your  taste?  Do 
you  believe  that  in  laboring  to  bring  them  about,  the  abolitionists 
are  doing  the  will  of  God  ?  No  I  God  is  not  there.  It  is  the 
work  of  Satan.  The  arch-fiend,  under  specious  guises,  has  found 
his  way  into  their  souls,  and  with  false  appeals  to  philanthropy, 
and  foul  insinuations  to  ambition,  instigates  them  to  rush  head- 
long to  the  accomplishment  of  his  diabolical  designs. 
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We  live  Id  a  wonderfiil  age.  The  events  of  the  last  three  quar- 
ters of  a  century  appear  to  have  revolutionized  the  human  mind. 
Enterprise  and  ambition  are  only  limited  in  their  purposes  by  the 
horizon  of  the  imagination.  It  is  the  transcendental  era.  In 
philosophy,  religion,  government,  science,  arts,  commerce,  noth- 
ing that  has  been  is  to  be  allowed  to  be.  Conservatism,  in  any 
form,  is  scoffed  at.  The  slightest  taint  of  it  is  fatal.  Where  will 
all  this  end?  If  you  can  tolerate  one  ancient  maxim,  let  it  be 
that  the  best  criterion  of  the  future  is  the  past.  That,  if  any  thing, 
will  give  a  clue.  And,  looking  back  only  through  your  time, 
what  was  the  earliest  feat  of  this  same  transcendentalism  ?  The 
rays  of  the  new  moral  Drummond  Light  were  first  concentrated 
to  a  focns  at  Paris,  to  illuminate  the  universe.  In  a  twinkling  it 
consumed  the  political,  religious  and  social  systems  of  France. 
It  could  not  be  extinguished  there  until  literally  drowned  in  blood. 
And  then,  from  its  ashes  arose  that  supernatural  man,  who,  for 
twenty  years,  kept  affrighted  Europe  in  convulsions.  Since  that 
time,  its  scattered  beams,  refracted  by  broader  surfaces,  have, 
nevertheless,  continued  to  scathe  wherever  they  have  fallen.  What 
political  structure,  what  religious  cre^d,  but  has  felt  the  galvanic 
shock,  and  even  now  trembles  to  its  foundations?  Mankind,  still 
horror-stricken  by  the  catastrophe  of  France,  have  shrunk  from 
rash  experiments  upon  social  systems.  But  they  have  been  prac- 
ticing in  the  East,  around  the  Mediterranean,  and  through  the 
West  India  Islands.  And  growing  confident,  a  portion  of  them 
seem  desperately  bent  on  kindling  the  all-devouring  fiame  in  the 
bosom  of  our  land.  Let  it  once  again  blaze  up  to  heaven,  and 
another  cycle  of  blood  and  devastation  will  dawn  upon  the  world. 
For  our  own  sake,  and  for  the  sake  of  those  infatuated  men  who 
are  madly  driving  on  the  confiagration ;  for  the  sake  of  human 
nature,  we  are  called  on  to  strain  every  nerve  to  arrest  it.  And 
be  assured  our  efforts  will  be  bounded  only  with  our  being.  Nor 
do  I  doubt  that  five  millions  of  people,  brave,  intelligent,  united, 
and  prepared  to  hazard  every  thing,  will,  in  such  a  cause,  with 
the  blessing  of  God,  sustain  themselves.  At  all  events,  come 
what  may,  it  is  oui*s  to  meet  it. 

We  are  well  aware  of  the  light  estimation  in  which  the  aboli- 
tionists, and  those  who  are  taught  by  them,  profess  to  hold  ns. 
We  have  seen  the  attempt  of  a  portion  of  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland  to  reject  our  alms  on  the  ground  that  we  are  "  slave- 
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drivers,"  after  sending  missionaries  to  solicit  them.  And  we 
have  seen  Mr.  O'Connell,  the  "  irresponsible  master  "  of  millions 
of  ragged  serfe,  from  whom,  poverty  stricken  as  they  are,  he  con- 
trives to  wring  a  splendid  privy  purse,  throw  back  with  contumely, 
the  "  tribute  "  of  his  own  countrymen  from  this  land  of  "  miscre- 
ants." These  people  may  exhaust  their  slang,  and  make  black- 
guards of  themselves,  but  they  cannot  defile  Us.  And  as  for  the 
suggestion  to  exclude  slaveholders  from  your  London  clubs,  we 
scout  it.  Many  of  us,  indeed,  do  go  to  London,  and  we  have  seen 
your  breed  of  gawky  lords,  both  there  and  here,  but  it  never  en- 
tered into  our  conceptions  to  look  on  them  as  better  than  ourselves. 
The  American  slaveholders,  collectively  or  individually,  ask  no 
favors  of  any  man  or  race  who  tread  tlie  earth.  In  none  of  the 
attributes  of  men,  mental  or  physical,  do  they  acknowledge  or 
fear  superiority  elsewhere.  They  stand  in  the  broadest  light  of 
the  knowledge,  civilization  and  improvement  of  the  age,  as  much 
favored  of  heaven  as  any  of  the  sons  of  Adam.  Exacting  noth- 
ing undue,  they  yield  nothing  but  justice  and  courtesy,  even  to 
royal  blood.  They  cannot  be  flattered,  duped,  nor  bullied  out  of 
their  rights  or  their  propi;,iety.  They  smile  with  contempt  at 
scurrility  and  vaporing  beyond  the  seas,  and  they  turn  their  backs 
upon  it  where  it  is  "irresponsible ; "  but#insolence  that  ventures 
to  look  them  in  the  face,  will  never  fail  to  be  chastised. 

I  think  I  may  trust  you  will  not  regard  this  letter  as  intrusive. 
I  should  never  have  entertained  an  idea  of  writing  it,  had  you 
not  opened  the  correspondence.  If  you  think  any  thing  in  it 
harsh,  review  your  own — which  I  regret  that  I  lost  soon  after  it 
was  received— and  you  will  probably  find  that  you  have  taken 
your  revenge  beforehand.  If  you  have  not,  transfer  an  equitable 
share  of  what  you  deem  severe,  to  the  account  of  the  abolitionists 
at  large.  They  have  accumulated  against  the  slaveholders  a  bal- 
ance of  invective,  which,  with  all  our  eflbrts,  we  shall  not  be  able 
to  liquidate  much  short  of  the  era  in  which  your  national  debt 
will  be  paid.  At  all  events,  I  have  no^desire  to  offend  you  per- 
sonally, and,  with  the  best  wishes  for  your  continued  health,  I 
have  the  honor  to  be. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

J.  H.  HAMMOND. 

Thos.  Olabeson,  Esq. 
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LETTER  II. 

IgDorance  of  Abolitionists — ^Arguments  of  Abolitionists  refuted — Abolitionism 
leads  to  Infidelity — ^Law  of  Force  a  law  of  Lov&— Wages  of  Slaves  and  of 
hired  labor — Results  of  emancipation  to  the  world — Falsehoods  of  Abolition- 
ists— English  estimate  of  our  Northern  citizens — British  interference  in  the 
politics  of  our  country — Sensitiveness  of  the  Southern  People — Rise  and 
progress  of  Fanaticism. 

*  Silver  Bluff,  S.  C,  March  24, 1845.     ' 

Sir — ^In  my  letter  to  you  of  the  28th  January — which  I  trust 
you  have  received  ere  this — I  mentioned  that  I  had  lost  your  cir- 
cular letter  soon  after  it  had  come  to  hand.  It  was,  I  am  glad  to 
say,  only  mislaid,  and  has  within  a  few  days  been  recovered.  A 
second  perusal  of  it  induces  me  to  resume  my  pen.  Unwilling 
to  trust  my  recollections  from  a  single  reading,  I  did  not,  in  iny 
last  communication,  attempt  to  follow  the  course  of  your  argu- 
ment, and  meet  directly  the  points  made  and  the  terms  used.  I 
thouglit  it  better  to  take  a  general  view  of  the  subject,  which  could 
not  fail  to  traverse  your  most  material  charges.  I  am  well  aware, 
however,  that  for  fear  of  being  tedious,  I  omitted  many  interesting 
topics  altogether,  and  abstained  from  a  complete  discussion  of  some 
of  those  introduced.  I  do  not  propose  now  to  exhaust  the  subject ; 
which  it  would  require  volumes  to  do;  but  without  waiting  to 
leai*n — which  I  may  never  do — ^your  opinion  of  what  I  have  al- 
ready said,  I  sit  down  to  supply  some  of  the  deficiencies  of  my 
letter  of  January,  and,  with  your  circular  before  me,  to  reply  to 
such  parts  of  it  as  have  not  been  ftilly  answered. 

It  is,  I  perceive,  addressed,  among  others,  to  "such  as  have 
never  visited  the  Southern  States  "  of  this  confederacy,  and  pro- 
fesses to  enlighten  their  ignorance  of  the  actual  "  condition  of  the 
poor  slave  in  their  own  country."  I  can  not  help  thinking  you 
would  have  displayed  prudence  in  confining  the  circulation  of 
your  letter  altogether  to  such  persons.  You  might  then  have  in- 
dulged with  impunity  in  giving,  as  you  have  done,  a  picture  of 
slavery,  drawn  from  your  own  excited  imagination,  or  from  those 
impure  fountains,  the  Martineaus,  Marryatts,  Trollopes,  and  Dick- 
enses,  who  liave  profited  by  catering,  at  our  expense,  to  the  jeal- 
ous sensibilities  and  debauched  tastes  of  your  countrymen.  Ad- 
mitting that  you  are  familiar  with  the  history  of  slavery,  and  the 
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past  discussions  of  it,  as  I  did,  I  now  think  rather  broadly,  in  my 
former  letter,  what  can  you  know  of  the  tnie  condition  of  the 
"  poor  slave  "  here  ?  I  am  not  aware  that  you  have  ever  visited 
this  country,  or  even  the  West  Indies.  Can  you  suppose,  that 
because  you  have  devoted  your  life  to  the  investigation  of  the 
subject — commencing  it  under  the  influence  of  an  enthusiasm,  so 
melancholy  at  first,  and  so  volcanic  afterwards,  as  to  be  nothing 
short  of  hallucination — pursuing  it  as  men  of  one  idea  do  every 
thing,  with  the  single  purpose  of  establishing  your  own  view  of 
it — ^gathering  your  information  from  discharged  seamen,  disap- 
pointed speculators,  factious  politicians,  visionary  reformers  and 
scurrilous  tourists — opening  your  ears  to  every  species  of  com- 
plaint, exaggeration  and  falsehood,  that  interested  ingenuity  could 
invent,  and  never  for  a  moment  questioning  the  truth  of  any  thing 
that  could  make  for  your  cause — can  you  suppose  that  all  this  has 
qualified  you,  living  the  while  in  England,  to  form  or  approxi- 
mate toward  the  formation  of  a  correct  opinion  of  the  condition 
of  slaves  among  us  ?  I  know  the  power  of  self-delusion.  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt,  that  you  think  yourself  the  very  best  informed 
man  alive  on  this  subject,  and  that  many  think  so  likewise.  So 
far  as  facts  go,  even  after  deducting  from  your  list  a  great  deal 
that  is  not  fact,  I  will  not  deny  that,  probably,  your  collection  is 
the  most  extensive  in  existence.  But  as  to  the  truth  in  regard  to 
slavery,  there  is  not  an  adult  in  this  region  but  knows  more  of  it 
than  you  do.  Truth  and  fact  are,  you  are  aware,  by  no  meaos 
synonymous  terms.  Ninety-nine  facls  may  constitute  a  false- 
hood :  the  hundredth,  added  or  alone,  gives  the  truth.  With  all 
your  knowledge  of  facts,  I  undertake  to  say  that  you  are  entirely 
and  grossly  ignorant  of  the  real  condition  of  our  slaves.  And 
from  all  that  I  can  see,  you  are  equally  ignorant  of  the  essential 
principles  of  human  association  revealed  in  history,  both  sacred 
and  profane,  on  which  slavery  rests,  and  which  will  perpetuate  it 
forever  in  some  form  or  other.  However  you  may  declaim  against 
it ;  however  powerftilly  you  may  array  atrocious  incidents  ;  what- 
ever appeals  you  may  make  to  the  heated  imaginations  and  ten- 
der sensibilities  of  mankind,  believe  me,  your  total  blindness  to 
the  wh4)le  truth^  which  alone  constitutes  the  truths  incapacitates 
you  from  ever  making  an  impression  on  the  sober  reason  and 
sound  common  sense  of  the  world.  You  may  seduce  thousands 
— ^you  can  convince  no  one.    Whenever  and  wherever  you  or  the 
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advocates  of  your  cause  can  arouse  the  passions  of  the  weak- 
minded  and  the  ignorant,  and  bringing  to  bear  with  them  the 
interests  of  the  vicious  and  unprincipled,  overwhelm  common 
sense  and  reason — as  God  sometimes  permits  to  be  done — ^you 
may  triumph.  Such  a  triumph  we  have  witnessed  in  Great  Brit- 
ain. But  I  trust  it  is  far  distant  here ;  nor  can  it,  from  its  nature, 
be  extensive  or  enduring.  Other  classes  of  reformers,  animated 
by  the  same  spirit  as  the  abolitionists,  attack  the  institution  of 
marriage,  and  even  the  established  relations  of  parent  and  child. 
And  they  collect  instances  of  barbarous  cruelty  and  shocking  deg- 
radation, which  rival,  if  they  do  not  throw  into  the  shade,  your 
slavery  statistics.  But  the  rights  of  marriage  and  parental  au- 
thority rests  upon  truths  as  obvious  as  they  are  unchangeable — 


coming  home  to  every  human  being, — self-impressed  forever  on 
the  individual  mind,  and  can  not  be  shaken  until  the  whole  man 
is  corrupted,  nor  subverted  until  civilized  society  becomes  a  putrid 
mass.  Domestic  slavery  is  not  so  universally  understood,  nor  can 
it  make  such  a  direct  appeal  to  individuals  or  society  beyond  its 
pale.  Here,  prejudice  and  passion  have  room*  to  sport  at  the  ex- 
pense of  others.  They  may  be  excited  and  urged  to  dangerous 
acHon,  remote  from  the  victims  they  mark  out.  They  may,  as 
they  have  done,  effect  great  mischief,  but  they  can  not  be  made  to 
maintain,  in  the  long  run,  dominion  over  reason  and  common 
sense,  nor  ultimately  put  down  what  God  has  ordained. 

You  deny,  however,  that  slavery  is  sanctioned  by  God,  and 
your  chief  argument  is,  that  when  he  gave  to  Adam  dominion 
over  the  fruits  of  the  earth  and  the  animal  creation,  he  stopped 
there.  "He  never  gave  him  any  further  right  over  his  fellow- 
men."  You  restrict  the  descendants  of  Adam  to  a  very  short  list 
of  rights  and  powers,  duties  and  responsibities,  if  you  limit  them 
solely  to  those  conferred  and  enjoined  in  the  first  chapter  of  Gene- 
sis. It  is  very  obvious  that  in  this  narrative  of  the  Creation, 
Moses  did  not  have  it  in  view  to  record  any  part  of  the  law  in- 
tended for  the  government  of  man  in  his  social  or  political  state. 
Eve  was  not  yet  created ;  the  expulsion  had  not  yet  taken  place ; 
Cain  was  unborn ;  and  no  allusion  whatever  is  made  to  the  mani- 
fold decrees  of  God  to  which  these  events  gave  rise.  The  only  se- 
rious answer  this  argument  deserves,  is  to  say,  what  is  so  mani- 
festly true,  that  God's  not  expressly  giving  to  Adam  "any  right 

over  his  fellow-men  "  by  no  means  excluded  him  from  conferring 
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that  right  on  his  descendants ;  which  he  in  fact  did.  We  know 
that  Abraham,  the  chosen  one  of  God,  exercised  it  and  held  prop- 
erty in  his  fellow-man,  even  anterior  to  the  period  when  property 
in  land  was  acknowledged.  We  might  infer  that  God  had  au- 
thorized it.  But  we  are  not  reduced  to  inference  or  conjecture. 
At  the  hazard  of  fatiguing  you  by  repetition,  I  will  again  refer 
you  to  the  ordinances  of  the  Scriptures.  Innumerable  instances 
might  be  quoted  where  God  has  given  and  commanded  men  to 
assume  dominion  over  their  fellow-men.  But  one  will  suffice. 
In  the  twenty-fifth  chapter  of  Leviticus,  you  will  find  domestic 
slavery— precisely  such  as  is  maintained  at  this  day  in  these 
States — ordained  and  established  hy  Ood^  in  language  which  I 
dtfy  you  to  pervert  so  as  to  leave  a  doubt  on  any  honest  mind 
that  this  institution  was  founded  by  him^  and  decreed  to  he  per- 
petual.    I  quote  the  words : 

Leviticus  xxv.  4ArA6:  "Both  thy  bond-men  and  thy  bond-maids 
which  thou  shalt  have,  shall  be  of  the  heathen  [Africans]  that  are 
round  about  you :  of  them  ye  shall  buy  bond-men  and  bond-maids. 

"Moreover,  of  the  children  of  the  strangers  that  do  sojourn 
among  you,  of  them  shall  ye  buy,  and  of  their  families  that  are 
with  you  which  they  begat  in  ymir  land  [descendants  of  Afiri- 
cans?]  and  they  shall  be  your  possession. 

"  And  ye  shall  take  them  as  an  inheritance  for  your  children 
after  you.,  to  inherit  them  for  a  possession.    They  shall  be  your 

BOND-MEN  FOREVER." 

What  human  legislature  could  make  a  decree  more  ftiU  and  ex- 
plicit than  this  ?  What  court  of  law  or  chancery  could  defeat  a 
title  to  a  slave  couched  in  terms  so  clear  and  complete  as  these  I 
And  this  is  the  law  of  Ood^  whom  you  pretend  to  worship,  while 
you  denounce  and  traduce  us  for  respecting  it. 

It  seems  scarcely  credible,  but  the  fact  is  so,  that  you  deny  this 
law  so  plainly  written,  and  in  the  face  of  it  have  the  hardihood  to 
declare  that  "  though  slavery  is  not  specifically .^  yet  it  is  virtu- 
ally^  forbidden  in  the  Scriptures,  because  all  the  crimes  which 
necessarily  arises  out  of  slavery,  and  which  can  arise  from  no 
other  source,  are  reprobated  there  and  threatened  with  divine  ven- 
geance." Such  an  unworthy  subterfuge  is  scarcely  entitled  to 
consideration.  But  its  gross  absurdity  may  be  exposed  in  few 
words.  I  do  not  know  what  crimes  you  particularly  allude  to  as 
arising  from  slavery.    But  you  will  perhaps  admit — ^not  because 
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they  are  denounced  in  the  decalogue,  which  the  abolitionistSt  res- 
pect only  so  far  as  they  choose,  but  because  it  is  the  immediate 
interest  of  most  men  to  admit — that  disobedience  to  parents,  adul- 
tery, and  stealing,  are  crimes.  Yet  these  crimes  "necessarily 
arise  from  "  the  relations  of  parent  and  child,  marriage,  and  the 
possession  of  private  property;  at  least  they  "can  arise  from  no 
other  sources."  Then,  according  to  your  argument,  it  is  "  virtu- 
ally forbidden "  to  marry,  to  beget  children,  and  to  hold  private 
property !  Nay,  it  is  forbidd^  to  live,  since  murder  can  only  be 
perpetrated  on  living  subjects.  You  add  that  "in  the  same  way 
the  gladiatorial  shows  of  old,  and  other  barbarous  customs,  were 
not  specifically  forbidden  in  the  New  Testament,  and  yet  Christi- 
anity was  the  feole  means  of  their  suppression."  This  is  very  true. 
But  these  shows  and  barbarous  customs  thus  suppressed  were  not 
cmthorized  by  God.  They  were  not  ordained  and  commanded  by 
God  for  the  benefit  of  his  chosen  people  and  mankind,  as  the  pur- 
chase and  holding  of  bond-men  and  bond-maids  were.  Had  they 
been  they  would  never  have  been  "  suppressed  by  Christianity  " 
any  more  than  slavery  can  be  by  your  party.  Although  Christ 
came  "  not  to  destroy  but  fulfill  the  law,"  he  nevertheless  did  form- 
ally abrogate  some  of  the  ordinances  promulgated  by  Moses,  and 
all  such  as  were  at  war  with  his  mission  of  "peace  and  good-will 
on  earth."  He  "  specifically  "  annuls,  for  instance,  one  "  barbarous 
custom  "  sanctioned  by  those  ordinances,  where  he  says,  "ye  have 
heard  that  it  hath  been  said,  an  eye  for  an  eye,  and  a  tooth  for  a 
tooth ;  but  I  say  unto  you  that  ye  resist  not  evil,  but  whosoever 
shall  smite  thee  on  the  right  cheek,  turn  to  him  the  other  also." 
Now,  in  the  time  of  Christ,  it  was  usual  for  masters  to  put  their 
slaves  to  death  on  the  slightest  provocation.  They  even  killed 
and  cut  them  up  to  feed  their  fishes.  He  was  undoubtedly  aware 
of  these  things,  as  well  as  of  the  law  and  commandment  I  have 
quoted.  He  could  only  have  been  restrained  from  denouncing 
them,  as  he  did  the  "  lex  talionis^^^  because  he  knew  that  in  des- 
pite of  these  barbarities  the  institution  of  slavery  was  at  the  bot- 
tom a  sound  and  wholesome,  as  well  as  lawful  one.  Certain  it  is, 
that  in  his  wisdom  and  purity  he  did  not  see  proper  to  interfere 
with  it.  In  your  wisdom,  however,  you  make  the  sacrilegious  at- 
tempt to  overthrow  it. 

You  quote  the  denunciation  of  Tyre  and  Sidon,  and  say  that 
"  the  chief  reason  given  by  the  prophet  Joel  for  their  destruction, 
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was^  that  they  were  notorious  beyond  all  others  for  carrying  on 
the  slave  trade."  I  am  afraid  you  think  we  have  no  Bibles  in 
the  slave  States,  or  that  we  are  unable  to  read  them.  I  can  not 
otherwise  account  for  your  making  this  reference,  unless  indeed 
your  own  reading  is  confined  to  an  expurgated  edition,  prepared 
for  the  use  of  abolitionists,  in  which  every  thing  relating  to 
slavery  that  militates  against  their  view  of  it  is  left  out.  The 
prophet  Joel  denounces  the  Tyrians  and  Sidonians,  because  "the 
children  also  of  Judah  and  the  children  of  Jerusalem  have  ye 
sold  unto  the  Grecians."  And  what  is  the  divine  vengeance  for 
this  "notorious  slave  trading?"  Hear  it.  "  And  I  will  sell  your 
sons  and  daughters  into  the  hands  of  the  children  of  Jndah,  and 
they  shall  sell  them  to  the  Sabeans,  to  a  people  far  off;  for  the 
Lord  hath  spoken  it."  Do  you  call  this  a  condemnation  of  slave 
trading?  The  prophet  makes  God  himself  a  participator  in  the 
crime,  if  that  bo  one.  "  The  Lord  hath  spoken  it,"  he  says,  that 
the  Tyrians  and  Sidonians  shall  bo  sold  into  slavery  to  strangers. 
Their  real  offense  was,  in  enslaving  the  chosen  people ;  and  their 
sentence  was  a  repetition  of  the  old  command,  to  make  slaves  of 
the  heathen  round  about. 

I  have  dwelt  upon  your  scriptural  argument,  because  you  pro- 
fess to  believe  the  Bible;  because  a  large  proportion  of  the 
abolitionists  profess  to  do  the  same,  and  to  act  under  its  sanction ; 
because  your  circular  is  addressed  in  part  to  "  professing  Chris- 
tians ;"  and  because  it  is  from  that  class  mainly  that  you  expect 
to  seduce  converts  to  your  anti-christian,  I  may  say,  infidel  doc- 
trines. It  would  be  wholly  unnecessary  to  answer  you,  to  any 
one  who  reads  the  Scriptures  for  himself,  and  construes  them 
according  to  any  other  formula  than  that  which  the  abolitionists 
are  wickedly  endeavoring  to  impose  upon  the  world.  The  scrip- 
tural sanction  of  slavery  is  in  fact  so  palpable,  and  so  strong, 
that  both  wings  of  your  party  are  beginning  to  acknowledge  it. 
The  more  sensible  and  moderate  admit,  as  the  organ  of  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland,  the  North  British  Review^  has  lately  done, 
that  they  "  are  precluded  hy  the  statements  and  conduct  of  the 
Apostles  from  regarding  mere  slaveholding  as  essentially  sin- 
ful^^  while  the  desperate  and  reckless,  who  are  bent  on  keeping 
up  the  agitation  at  every  hazard,  declare,  as  has  been  done  in  the 
Anti-Slavery  Record^  "  If  our  inquiry  turns  out  in  favor  of 
slavery,  rr  is  the  Bible  that  must  fall,  and  not  the  BiaHTB  of 
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HUMAN  NATURE."  You  can  Dot,  I  am  satisfied,  much  longer 
maintain  before  the  world  the  Christian  platform  from  which  to 
wage  war  upon  our  institutions.  Driven  from  it,  you  must 
abandon  the  contest,  or,  repudiating  revelation,  rush  into  the 
horrors  of  natural  religion. 

You  next  complain  that  our  slaves  are  kept  in  bondage  by  the 
"law  of  force."  In  what  country  or  condition  of  mankind  do 
you  see  human  affairs  regulated  merely  by  the  law  of  love? 
Unless  I  am  greatly  mistaken,  you  will,  if  you  look  over  the 
world,  find  nearly  all  certain  and  permanent  rights,  civil,  social, 
and  I  may  even  add  religious,  resting  on  and  ultimately  secured 
by  the  ''  law  of  force."  The  power  of  majorities — of  aristocra- 
cies— of  kings — nay  of  priests,  for  the  most  part,  and  of  property, 
resolves  itself  at  last  into  "  force,"  and  could  not  otherwise  be 
long  maintained.  Thus,  in  every  turn  of  your  argument  against 
our  system  of  slavery,  you  advance,  whether  conscious  of  it  or 
not,  radical  and  revolutionary  doctrines  calculated  to  change  the 
whole  face  of  the  world,  to  overthrow  all  government,  disorganize 
society,  and  reduce  man  to  a  state  of  nature — red  with  blood,  and 
shrouded  once  more  in  barbaric  ignorance.  But  you  greatly  err, 
if  you  suppose,  because  we  rely  on  force  in  the  last  resort  to 
maintain  our  supremacy  over  our  slaves,  that  ours  is  a  stern  and 
unfeeling  domination,  at  all  to  be  compared  in  hard-hearted 
severity  to  that  exercised,  not  over  the  mere  laborer  only,  but  by 
the  higher  over  each  lower  order,  wherever  the  British  sway  is 
acknowledged.  You  say,  that  if  those  you  address  were  "to 
spend  one  day  in  the  South,  they  would  return  home  with  im- 
pressions against  slavery  never  to  be  erased."  But  the  fact  is 
universally  the  reverse.  I  have  known  numerous  instances,  and 
I  never  knew  a  single  one,  where  there  was  no  other  cause  of 
offense,  and  no  object  to  promote  by  falsehood,  that  individuals 
from  the  non-slaveholding.  States  did  not,  after  residing  among  us 
long  enough  to  understand  the  subject,  "  return  home  "  to  defend 
our  slavery.  It  is  matter  of  regret  that  you  have  never  tried  the 
experiment  yourself.  I  do  not  doubt  you  would  have  been  con- 
verted, for  I  give  you  credit  for  an  honest  though  perverted  mind. 
You  would  have  seen  how  weak  and  futile  is  all  abstract  reason- 
ing about  this  matter,  and  that,  as  a  building  may  not  be  less 
elegant  in  its  proportions,  or  tasteful  in  its  ornaments,  or  virtu- 
ous in  its  uses,  for  being  based  upon  granite,  so  a  system  9^ 
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hnman  government,  though  founded  on  force,  may  develope  and 
cultivate  the  tenderest  and  purest  sentiments  of  the  human  heart. 
And  our  patriarchal  scheme  of  domestic  servitude  is  indeed  well 
calculated  to  awaken  the  higher  and  finer  feelings  of  our  nature. 
It  is  not  wanting  in  its  enthusiasm  and  its  poetry.  The  relations 
of  the  most  beloved  and  honored  chief,  and  the  most  faithful  and 
admiring  subjects,  which,  from  the  time  of  Homer,  have  been  the 
theme  of  song,  ai'e  frigid  and  unfelt  compared  with  those  existing 
between  the  master  and  his  slaves — who  served  his  father,  and 
rocked  his  cradle,  or  have  been  born  in  his  household,  and  look 
forward  to  serve  his  children — who  have  been  through  life  the 
props  of  his  fortune,  and  the  objects  of  his  care — who  have  par- 
taken of  his  griefs,  and  looked  to  him  for  comfort  in  their  own — 
whose  sickness  he  has  so  frequently  watched  over  and  relieved — 
whose  holidays  he  has  so  often  made  joyous  by  his  bounties  and 
his  presence ;  for  whose  welfare,  when  absent,  his  anxious  solici- 
tude never  ceases,  and  whose  hearty  and  affectionate  greetings 
never  fail  to  welcome  him  home.  In  this  cold,  calculating,  am- 
bitious world  of  ours,  there  are  few  ties  more  heartfelt,  or  of  more 
benignant  influence,  than  those  which  mutually  bind  the  master 
and  the  slave,  under  our  ancient  system,  handed  down  from  the 
father  of  Israel.  The  unholy  purpose  of  the  abolitionists  is,  to 
destroy  by  defiling  it ;  to  infuse  into  it  the  gall  and  bitterness 
which  rankle  in  their  own  envenomed  bosoms;  to  poison  the 
minds  of  the  master  and  the  servant ;  turn  love  to  hatred,  array 
^^  force  "  against  force^  and  hurl  all 

*'  With  hideous  ruin  and  oombustioii,  down 
To  bottomless  perdition." 

You  think  it  a  great  "crime"  that  we  do  not  pay  our  slav^ 
"wages,"  and  on  this  account  pronounce  us  "robbers."  In  my 
former  letter,  I  showed  that  the  labor  of  our  slaves  was  not  with- 
out great  cost  to  us,  and  that  in  fact  they  themselves  receive  more 
in  return  for  it  than  your  hirelings  do  for  theirs.  For  what  pur- 
pose do  men  labor,  but  to  support  themselves  and  their  families 
in  what  comfort  they  are  able  ?  The  efforts  of  mere  physical 
labor  seldom  suflice  to  provide  more  than  a  livelihood.  And  it 
is  a  well  known  and  shocking  fact,  that  while  few  operatives  in 
Great  Britain  succeed  in  securing  a  comfortable  living,  the  greater 
part  drag  out  a  miserable  existence,  and  sink  at  last  under  ab- 
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Bolnte  want.  Of  what  ayail  is  it  that  you  go  through  the  fonn 
of  paying  them  a  pittance  of  what  you  call  "wages,"  when  you 
do  not,  in  return  for  their  services,  allow  them  what  alone  they 
ask — and  have  a  just  right  to  demand — enough  to  feed,  clothe 
and  lodge  them,  in  health  and  sickness,  with  reasonable  comfort. 
Though  we  do  not  giro  "  wages  "  in  moneys  we  do  this  for  our 
slaves,  and  they  are  therefore  better  rewarded  than  yours.  It  is 
the  prevailing  vice  and  error  of  the  age,  and  one  from  which  the 
abolitionists,  with  all  their  saintly  pretensions,  are  far  from  being 
free,  to  bring  every  thing  to  the  standard  of  money.  You  make 
gold  and  silver  the  great  test  of  happiness.  The  American  slave 
must  be  wretched  indeed,  because  he  is  not  compensated  for  his 
services  in  cash.  It  is  altogether  praiseworthy  to  pay  the  laborer 
a  shilling  a  day,  and  let  him  starve  on  it.  To  supply  all  his 
wants  abundantly,  and  at  all  times,  yet  withhold  from  him  money, 
is  among  "  the  most  reprobated  crimes."  The  fact  can  not  be 
denied,  that  the  mere  laborer  is  now,  and  always  has  been,  every- 
where that  barbarism  has  ceased,  enslaved.  Among  the  innova- 
tions of  modern  times,  following  "  the  decay  of  villeinage,"  has 
been  the  creation  of  a  new  system  of  slavery.  The  primitive 
and  patriarchal,  which  may  also  be  called  the  sacred  and  natural 
system,  in  which  the  laborer  is  under  the  personal  control  of  a 
fellow-being  endowed  with  the  sentiments  and  sympathies  of 
humanity,  exists  among  us.  It  has  been  almost  everywhere  else 
superseded  by  the  modern  artificial  money  power  system,  in 
which  man — his  thews  and  sinews,  his  hopes  and  affections,  his 
very  being,  are  all  subjected  to  the  dominion  of  capital — ^a 
monster  without  a  heart — cold,  stern,  arithmetical — sticking  to 
the  bond — taking  ever  "  the  pound  of  flesh  " — ^working  up  human 
life  with  engines,  and  retailing  it  out  by  weight  and  measure. 
His  name  of  old  was  ".Mammon,  the  least  erected  spirit  that  fell 
from  heaven."  And  it  is  to  extend  his  empire  that  you  and  your 
deluded  coadjutors  dedicate  your  lives.  You  are  stirring  up 
mankind  to  overthrow  our  heaven-ordained  system  of  servitude, 
surrounded  by  innumerable  checks,  designed  and  planted  deep  in 
the  human  heart  by  God  and  nature,  to  substitute  the  absolute 
rule  of  this  "  spirit  reprobate,"  whose  proper  place  was  hell. 

You  charge  us  with  looking  on  our  slaves  "as  chattels  or 
brutes,"  and  enter  into  a  somewhat  elaborate  argument  to  prove 
that  they  have  "human  forms,"  "  talk,"  and  oven  "  think."    Now 
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the  fact  is,  that  however  you  may  indulge  in  this  strain  for  effect, 
it  is  the  abolitionists,  and  not  the  slaveholders,  who,  practically, 
and  in  the  most  important  point  of  view,  regard  our  slaves  as 
"chattels  or  brutes."  In  your  calculations  of  the  consequences 
of  emancipation,  you  pass  over  entirely  those  which  must  prove 
most  serious,  and  which  arise  from  the  fact  of  their  being  j)e7'son8. 

You  appear  to  think  that  we  might  abstain  from  the  use  of 
them  as  readily  as  if  they  were  machines  to  be  laid  aside,  or  cattle 
that  might  be  turned  out  to  find  pasturage  for  themselves.  I 
have  heretofore  glanced  at  some  of  the  results  that  would  follow 
from  breaking  the  bonds  of  so  many  human  beings^  now  peace- 
fully and  happily  linked  into  our  social  system.  The  tragic 
horrors,  the  decay  and  ruin  that  would  for  years,  perhaps  for 
ages,  brood  over  our  land,  if  it  could  be  accomplished,  I  will  not 
attempt  to  portray.  But  do  you  fancy  the  blight  would,  in  such 
an  event,  come  to  us  alone?  The  diminution  of  the  sugar  crop 
of  the  West  Indies  affected  Great  Britain  only,  and  there  chiefly 
the  poor.  It  was  a  matter  of  no  moment  to  capital,  that  labor 
should  have  one  comfort  less.  Yet  it  has  forced  a  reduction  of  the 
British  duty  on  sugar.  Who  can  estimate  the  consequences  that 
must  follow  the  annihiliation  of  the  cotton  crop  of  the  slavehold- 
ing  States  ?  I  do  not  undervalue  the  importance  of  other  articles 
of  commerce!,  but  no  calamity  could  befall  the  world  at  all  com- 
parable to  the  sudden  loss  of  two  millions  of  bales  of  cotton  annu- 
ally. From  the  deserts  of  Africa  to  the  Siberian  wilds — from 
Greenland  to  the  Chinese  wall, — there  is  not  a  spot  of  earth  but 
would  feel  the  sensation.  The  factories  of  Europe  would  fall  with 
a  concussion  that  would  shake  down  castles,  palaces,  and  even 
thrones;  while  the  "purse-proud,  elbowing  insolence"  of  our 
Northern  monopolist  would  soon  disappear  forever  under  the 
smooth  speech  of  the  pedlar,  scourging  ojir  frontier  for  a  liveli- 
hood, or  the  bluff  vulgarity  of  the  South  Sea  whaler,  following  the 
harpoon  amid  storms  and  shoals.  Doubtless  the  abolitionists  think 
we  could  grow  cotton  without  slaves,  or  that  at  worst  the  reduction 
of  the  crop  would  be  moderate  and  temporary.  Such  gross  delusions 
show  how  profoundly  ignorant  they  are  of  our  condition  here. 

You  declare  that  "  the  character  of  the  people  of  the  South  has 
long  been  that  of  hardened  infidels^  who  fear  not  God,  and  have 
no  regard  for  religion."  I  will  not  repeat  what  I  said  in  my 
former  letter  on  this  point.     I  only  notice  it  to  ask  you  how  you 
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could  possibly  reconcile  it  to  your  profession  of  a  Christian  spirit, 
to  make  such  a  malicious  charge — to  defile  your  soul  with  such  a 
calumny  against  an  unoffending  people  f 

**  You  are  old ; 
Nature  in  you  stands  on  the  very  verge 
Of  her  confine.    You  should  be  ruled  and  led 
By  some  discretion." 

May  God  forgive  you. 

Akin  to  this,  is  the  wanton  and  furious  assault  made  on  us  by 
Mr.  Macaulay,  in  his  late  speech  on  the  sugar  duties,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  has  just  reached  me.  His  denuncia- 
tions are  wholly  without  measure,  and,  among  other  things,  he 
asserts  "  that  slavery  in  the  United  States  wears  its  worst  form ; 
that,  boasting  of  our  civilization  and  freedom,  and  frequenting 
Christian  churches,  we  breed  up  slaves,  nay,  beget  children  for 
slaves,  and  sell  them  at  so  much  a-head."  Mr.  Macaulay  is  a  re- 
viewer, and  he  knows  that  he  is  "  nothing  if  not  critical."  The 
practice  qf  his  trade  has  given  him  the  command  of  all  the  slash- 
ing and  vituperative  phrases  of  our  language,  and  the  turn  of  his 
mind  leads  him  to  the  habitual  use  of  them.  He  is  an  author, 
and  as  no  copy-right  law  secures  for  him  from  this  country  a  con- 
sideration for  his  writings,  he  is  not  only  independent  of  us,  but 
naturally  hates  every  thing  American.  He  is  the  representative 
of  Edinburgh ;  it  id  his  cue  to  decry  our  slavery,  and  in  doing  so 
he  may  safely  indulge  the  malignity  of  his  temper,  his  indigna- 
tion against  us,  and  his  capacity  for  railing.  He  has  suffered 
once,  for  being  in  advance  of  his  tinae  in  favor  of  abolition,  and 
he  does  not  intend  that  it  shall  be  forgotton,  or  his  claim  passed 
over,  to  any  cramb  which  may  now  be  thrown  to  the  vociferatora  . 
in  the  cause.  If  he  does  not  know  that  the  statements  he  has 
made  respecting  the  slaveholders  of  this  country  are  vile  and 
atrocious  falsehoods,  it  is  because  he  does  not  think  it  worth  his 
while  to  be  sure  he  speaks  the  truth,  so  that  he  speaks  to  his  own 
purpose. 

**  Hie  niger  est,  hunc  tu,  Romane  caveto." 

Such  exhibitions  as  he  has  made,  may  draw  the  applause  of  a 
British  House  of  Commons,  but  among  the  sound  and  high- 
minded  thinkers  of  the  world  they  can  only  excite  contempt  and 
disgust. 
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But  you  are  not  content  with  depriving  U8  of  all  religious  feel- 
ings. You  assert  that  our  slavery  has  also  "demoralized  the 
Northern  States,"  and  charge  upon  it  not  only  every  common 
violation  of  good  order  there,  but  the  "  Mormon  murders,"  the 
'^  Philadelphia  riots,"  and  all  "  the  exterminating  wars  against 
the  Indians."  I  wonder  that  you  did  not  increase  the  list  by  add- 
ing that  it  had  caused  the  recent  inundation  of  the  Mississippi, 
and  the  hurricane  in  the  West  Indies — perhaps  the  insurrection 
of  Rebecca,  and  the  war  in  Scinde.  You  refer  to  the  law  prohib- 
iting the  transmission  of  abolition  publications  through  the  mail, 
as  proof  of  general  corruption !  You  could  not  do  so,  however, 
without  noticing  the  late  detected  espionage  over  the  British  post 
oflSce  by  a  minister  of  state.  It  is  true,  as  you  say,  it  '•  occasioned 
a  general  outburst  of  national  feeling" — from  the  opposition; 
and  a  "Parliamentary  inquiry  was  instituted" — that  is,  moved, 
but  treated  quite  cavalierly.  At  all  events,  though  the  fact  was 
admitted.  Sir  James  Graham  yet  retains  the  Home  Department. 
For  one,  I  do  not  undertake  to  condemn  him.  Such  things  are 
not  against  the  laws  and  usages  of  your  country.  I  do  not  know 
folly  what  reasons  of  state  may  have  influenced  him  and  justified 
his  conduct.  But  I  do  know  that  there  is  a  vast  difference  in 
point  of  "national  morality"  between  the  discretionary  power 
residing  in  your  government  to  open  any  letter  in  the  public  post 
office,  and  a  well-defined  and  limited  law  to  prevent  the  circula- 
tion of  certain  specified  incendiary  writings  by  means  of  the 
United  States  mail. 

Having  now  referred  to  every  thing  like  argument  on  the  sub- 
ject of  slavery,  that  is  worthy  of  notice  in  your  letter,  permit  me 
to  remark  on  its  tone  and  style,  and  very  extraordinary  bearing 
upon  other  institutions  of  this  country.  You^  commence  by  ad- 
dressing certain  classes  of  our  people,  as  belonging  to  "  a  nation 
whose  character  is  now  so  low  in  the  estimation  of  the  civilized 
world ; "  and  throughout  you  maintain  this  tone.  Did  the  Amer- 
icans who  were  "  under  your  roof  last  summer  "  inform  you  that 
such  language  would  be  gratiiying  to  their  fellow-citizens  "  having 
no  practical  concern  with  slaveholding  ? "  Or  do  the  infamous 
libels  on  America,  which  you  read  in  our  abolition  papers,  induce 
you  to  believe  that  all  that  class  of  people  are,  like  the  abolition- 
iats  themselves,  totally  destitute  of  patriotism  or  pride  of  country? 
Let  mo  tell  you  that  you  are  grossly  deceived.    And  although 
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yonr  stock-brokers  and  other  speculators,  who  have  been  bitten  in 
American  ventures,  may  have  raised  a  stunning  "cry  "against 
us  in  England,  there  is  a  vast  body  of  people  here  besides  slave- 
holders, who  justly 

"  Deem  their  own  land  of  every  land  the  pride^ 
Beloved  bj  heaven  o'er  all  the  world  beside," 

and  who  know  that  at  this  moment  we  rank  among  the  first 
powers  of  the  world — a  position  which  we  not  only  claim,  but 
are  always  ready  and  able  to  maintain. 

The  style  you  assume  in  addressing  your  Northern  friends, 
is  in  perfect  keeping  with  your  apparent  estimation  of  them. 
Though  I  should  be  the  last,  perhaps,  to  criticise  mere  style,  I 
could  not  but  be  struck  with  the  extremely  simple  manner  of  your 
letter.  You  seem  to  have  thought  you  were  writing  a  tract  for 
benighted  heathen,  and  telling  wonders  never  before  suggested  to 
their  imagination,  and  so  far  above  their  untutored  comprehension 
as  to  require  to  be  related  in  the  primitive  language  of  "  the 
child's  own  book."  This  is  sufficiently  amusing;  and  would  be 
more  so,  but  for  the  coarse  and  bitter  epithets  you  continually 
apply  to  the  poor  slaveholders — epithets  which  appear  to  be 
stereotyped  for  the  use  of  abolitionists,  and  which  form  a  large 
and  material  part  of  all  their  arguments. 

But,  perhaps,  the  most  extraordinary  part  of  your  letter  is  your 
bold  denunciation  of  "  the  shameful  compromises  "  of  our  Consti- 
tution, and  your  earnest  recommendation  to  those  you  address  to 
overthrow  or  revolutionize  it.  In  so  many  words  you  say  to  them, 
''you  must  either  separcUe  yourselves  from  all  political  connection 
with  the  South,  and  make  your  own  laws ;  or  if  you  do  not  choose 
such  a  separation,  you  must  break  up  the  political  ascendency 
which  the  Southern  have  had /or  so  long  a  time  over  the  North- 
ern States.  The  italics  in  this,  as  in  all  other  quotations,  are 
your  own.  It  is  well  for  those  who  circulate  your  letter  here,  that 
the  Constitution  you  denounce  requires  an  overt  act  to  constitute 
treason.  It  may  be  tolerated  for  an  American  by  birth,  to  use  on 
his  own  soil  the  freedom  of  speaking  and  writing  which  is  guar- 
anteed him,  and  abuse  our  Constitution,  our  Union,  and  our 
people.  But  that  a  foreigner  should  use  such  seditious  language, 
in  a  circular  letter  addressed  to  a  portion  of  the  American  people, 
is  a  presumption  well  calculated  to  excite  the  indignation  of  all. 
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The  party  known  in  this  country  as  the  abolition  party  has  long 
since  avowed  the  sentiments  you  express,  and  adopted  the  policy 
you  enjoin.  At  the  recent  presidential  election,  they  gave  over 
62,000  votes  for  their  own  candidate,  and  held  the  balance  of 
power  in  two  of  the  largest  States — wanting  but  little  of  doing  it 
in  several  others.  In  the  last  four  years  their  vote  has  quadrupled. 
Should  the  infatuation  continue,  and  their  vote  increase  in  the 
same  ratio  for  the  next  four  years,  it  will  be  as  large  as  the  vote 
of  the  actual  slaveholders  of  the  Union.  Such  a  prospect  is, 
doubtless,  extremely  gratifying  to  you.  It  gives  hope  of  a  con- 
test oil  such  terms  as  may  insure  the  downfall  of  slavery  or  our 
Constitution.  The  South  venerates  the  Constitution,  and  is  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  it  forever,  »uch  as  it  came  from  the  hands  of 
our  fathers  ;  to  risk  every  thing  to  defend  and  maintain  it  in  its 
integrity.  But  the  South  is  under  no  such  delusion  as  to  believe 
that  it  derives  any  peculiar  protection  from  the  Union.  On  the 
contrary,  it  is  well  known  we  incur  peculiar  danger^  and  that  we 
bear  far  more  than  our  porportion  of  the  burdens.  The  appre- 
hension is  also  fast  fading  away  that  any  of  the  dreadful  conse- 
quences commonly  predicted  will  necessarily  result  from  a  separa- 
tion of  the  States.     And  come  wJiat  may^  we  are  firmly  resolved 

that  OUR   SYSTEM  OF   DOMESTIC  SLAVERY  SHALL  STAND.       The  fatC  of 

the  Union,  then — but,  thank  God,  not  of  republican  government 
— rests  mainly  in  the  hands  of  the  people  to  whom  your  letter  is 
addressed — the  "professing  Christians  of  the  Northern  States 
having  no  concern  with  slaveholding,"  and  whom  with  incendiary 
zeal  you  are  endeavoring  to  stjir  up  to  strife — without  which  fana- 
ticism can  neither  live,  move,  nor  have  any  being. 

We  have  often  been  taunted  for  our  sensitiveness  in  regard  to 
the  discussion  of  slavery.  Do  not  suppose  it  is  because  we  have 
any  doubts  of  our  rights,  or  scruples  about  asserting  them.  There 
was  a  time  when  such  doubts  and  scruples  were  entertained.  Our 
ancestors  opposed  the  introduction  of  slaves  into  this  country,  and 
a  feeling  adverae  to  it  was  handed  down  from  them.  The  enthusi- 
astic love  of  liberty  fostered  by  our  Revolution  strengthened  this 
feeling.  And  before  the  commencement  of  the  abolition  agitation 
here,  it  was  the  common  sentiment  that  it  was  desirable  to  get 
rid  of  slavery.  Many  thought  it  our  duty  to  do  so.  When  that 
agitation  arose,  we  were  driven  to  a  close  examination  of  the 
subject  in  all  its  bearings,  and  the  result  baa  been  an  universal 
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conviction  that  in  holding  slaves  we  violate  no  law  of  God^ — 
inflict  no  injastioe  on  any  of  his  creatures — ^while  the  terrible 
conseqnences  of  emancipation  to  all  parties  and  the  world  at 
large,  clearly  revealed  to  us,  make  ns  shudder  at  the  bare  thon^it 
of  it.  The  slaveholders  arc^  therefore,  indebted  to  the  abolition* 
ists  for  perfect  ease  of  conscience,  and  the  satisfaction  of  a  sottliHl 
and  nnanimons  determination  in  reference  to  this  matter.  And 
could  their  agitation  cease  now^  I  believe,  after  all,  the  good  would 
preponderate  over  the  evil  of  it  in  this  country.  On  the  contrary, 
however,  it  is  urged  on  with  frantic  violence^  and  the  abolitionists^ 
reasoning  in  the  abstract,  as  if  it  were  a  mere  moral  i»r  meta- 
physical speculation,  or  a  minor  questioti  in  j>olitics^  pn^foss  to 
be  surprised  at  our  exasperation.  In  their  ignoninco  and  reck- 
lessness, they  seem  to  be  unable  to  comprehend  our  feelings  or 
position.  The  subversion  of  our  rights,  the  destruction  of  our 
property,  the  disturbance  of  our  peace  and  die  iHjace  of  the  world, 
are  matters  which  do  not  appear  to  arrest  their  consideration. 
When  revolutionary-  France  proclaimed  ^'  hatreil  to  kings  and 
unity  to  the  republic,"  and  inscribeil  on  her  l>anncrs  "  Franco 
risen  against  tyrants,"  she  professed  to  be  only  worshiping 
^*  abstract  rights."  And  if  there  can  bo  such  things,  }>oriiai>s  sho 
was.  Yet  all  Europe  ros^  to  put  her  sublime  theories  <Iown. 
They  declared  her  an  enemy  to  the  common  ])eaco;  that  her 
doctrines  alone  violated  the  *^  law  of  neighborhood,"  and,  as  Mr. 
Burke  said,  justly  entitled  them  to  anticipate  the  ^Slamnum  non- 
dnm  factum "  of  the  civil  law.  Dauton,  Barrorc,  and  the  rest 
were  apparently  astonished  that  umbrage  should  be  taken.  The 
parallel  between  them  and  the  abolitionists  holds  good  in  all 
respects. 

Tlie  rise  and  progress  of  this  fanaticism  is  one  of  the  phe- 
nomena of  the  age  in  which  we  live.  I  do  not  intend  to  repeat 
what  I  have  already  said,  or  to  trace  its  career  more  minutely  at 
present.  But  the  legislation  of  Great  Britain  will  make  it  hin- 
torical,  and  doubtless  you  must  feel  some  curiosity  to  know  how 
it  will  figure  on  the  page  of  the  annalist.  I  think  I  can  tell  you. 
Though  I  have  accorded  and  do  accord  to  you  and  your  party, 
great  influence  in  bringing  about  the  parliamentary  action  of 
your  country,  you  must  not  expect  to  go  down  to  posterity  as  the 
only  cause  of  it.  Though  you  trace  the  progenitors  of  al>olition 
from  1516,  through  a  long  stream  with  divers  branches,  down  to 
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the  period  of  its  triumph  in  your  country,  it  has  not  escaped  con- 
temporaries, and  will  not  escape  posterity,  that  England,  without 
much  effort,  sustained  the  storm  of  its  scoffs  and  threats,  until 
the  moment  arrived  when  she  thought  her  colonies  fully  supplied 
with  Africans  ;*  and  declared  against  the  slave  trade,  only  when 
she  deemed  it  unnecessary  to  her,  and  when  her  colonies,  full  of 
slaves,  would  have  great  advantages  over  others  not  so  well  pro- 
vided. Nor  did  she  agree  to  "West  India  emancipation,  until, 
discovering  the  error  of  her  previous  calculation,  it  became  an 
object  to  have  slaves  free  throughout  the  Western  world,  and,  on 
the  ruins  of  the  sugar  and  cotton -growers  of  America  and  the 
Islands,  to  build  up  her  gi'eat  slave  empire  in  the  East ;  while  her 
indefatigable  exertions,  still  continued,  to  engraft  the  right  of 
search  upon  the  law  of  nations,  on  the  plea  of  putting  an  end 
to  the  forever  increasing  slave  trade,  are  well  understood  to  have 
chiefly  in  view  the  complete  establishment  of  her  supremacy  at 
sea.*  Nor  must  you  flatter  yourself  that  your  party  will  derive 
historic  dignity  from  the  names  of  the  illustrious  British  states- 
men who  have  acted  with  it.  Their  country's  ends  were  theirs. 
They  have  stooped  to  use  you,  as  the  most  illustrious  men  will 
sometimes  use  the  vilest  insti'uments,  to  accomplish  their  own 
purposes.  A  few  philanthropic  compon  places  and  rhetorical 
flourishes,  "in  the  abstract,"  have  secured  them  your  "sweet 
voices,"  and  your  influence  over  the  tribe  of  mawkish  sentiment- 
alists. Wilberforoe  may  have  been  yours,  but  what  was  he  besides, 
but  a  wealthy  county  member  ?  You  must,  therefore,  expect  to 
stand  on  your  own  merits  alone  before  posterity,  or  rather  that 
portion  of  it  that  may  be  curious  to  trace  the  history  of  the  delu- 
sions which,  from  time  to  time,  pass  over  the  surface  of  human 
affairs,  and  who  may  trouble  themselves  to  look  through  the 
ramifications  of  transcendentalism,  in  this  era  of  extravagances. 
And  how  do  you  expect  to  appear  in  their  eyes  ?  As  Christians, 
piously  endeavoring  to  enforce  the  will  of  God,  and  carry  out  the 


*  On  these  points,  let  me  recommend  you  to  consult  a  very  able  Essay  on  the 
Slave  Trade  and  Right  of  Search,  by  M.  Jollivet,  recently  published ;  and  as 
you  say,  since  writing  your  Circular  Letter,  that  you  "  bum  to  try  your  hand  on 
another  little  Essay,  if  a  subject  could  be  found,"  I  propose  to  you  to  "try" 
to  answer  this  question,  put  by  M.  Jollivet  to  England  :  "  Fourqttoi  m  phUan- 
ihr€pU  n*aj>as,da%gnefjusqu^  a  present,  douJblef  U  cap  de  Bonne- Egperance  f" 
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principles  of  Christianity!     Certainly  not,  since  you  deny  or 
pervert  the  Scriptures  in  the  doctrines  you  advance ;  and  in  your 
conduct,  lurnish  a  glaring  contrast  to  the  examples  of  Christ  and 
the  apostles.     As  philanthropists,  devoting  yourselves  to  the 
cause  of  humanity,  relieving  the  needy,  comforting  the  afflicted, 
creating  peace  and  gladness  and  plenty  round  about  you  ?    Cer- 
tainly not,  since  you  turn  fix)m  the  needy,  the  afflicted ;  from 
strife,  sorrow  and  starvation  which  surround  you ;  close  your  eyes 
and  hands  upon  them ;  shut  out  from  your  thoughts  and  feelings 
the  human  misery  which  is  real,  tangible,  and  within  your  reach, 
to  indulge  your  morbid  imagination  in  conjuring  up  woes  and 
wants  among  a  strange  people  in  distant  lands,  and  offering  them 
succor  in  the  shape  of  costless  denunciations  of  their  best  friends, 
or  by  scattering  among  them  "firebrands,  arrows  and  death." 
Such  folly 'and  madness,  such  wild  mockery  and  base  imposture, 
can  never  win  for  you,  in  the  sober  judgment  of  future  times,  the 
name  of  philanthropists.     Will  you  even  be  regarded  as  worthy 
citizens  ?    Scarcely,  when  the  purposes  you  have  in  view,  can  only 
be  achieved  by  revolutionizing  governments  and  overturning 
social  systems,  and  when  you   do   not  hesitate,  zealously  and 
earnestly,  to  recommend  such  measures.     Be  assured,  then,  that 
posterity  will  not  regard  the  abolitionists  as  Christians,  philan- 
thropists, or  virtuous  citizens.    It  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  look 
upon  the  mass  of  the  party  as  silly  enthusiasts,  led  away  by  de- 
signing characters,  as  is  the  case  with  all  parties  that  break  from 
the  great,  acknowledged  ties  which  bind  civilized  man  in  fellow- 
ship.   The  leaders  themselves  will  be  regarded  as  mere  ambitiouB 
me7i ;  not  taking  rank  with  those  whose  ambition  is   "  eagle- 
winged  and  sky -aspiring,"  but  belonging  to  that  mean  and  selfish 
class,  who  are  instigated  by  '|  rival-hating  envy,"  and  whose  base 
thirst  is  for  notoriety ;  who  cloak  their  designs  under  vile  and 
impious  hypocrisies,  and,  unable  to  shine  in  higher  spheres,  devote 
themselves  to  fanaticism,  as  a  trade.     And  it  will  be  perceived 
that,  even  in  that,  they  shunned  the  highest  walk.      Eeligious 
fanaticism  was  an  old  established  vocation,  in  which  something 
brilliant  was  required  to  attract  attention.     They  could  not  be 
George  Foxes,  nor  Joanna  Southcotes,  nor  even  Joe  Smiths.     But 
the  dullest  pretender  could  discourse  a  jumble  of  pious  bigotry, 
natural  rights,  and  driveling  philanthropy.     And,  addressing 
himself  to  aged  folly  and  youthful  vanity,  to  ancient  women,  to 
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ill-gotten  wealth,  to  the  reckless  of  all  classes,  who  love  excite- 
ment and  change,  ofier  each  the  cheapest  and  the  safest  glory  in 
the  market.  Hence,  their  numbers ;  and,  from  number  and 
clamor,  what  impression  they  have  made  on  the  world. 

Such,  I  am  persuaded,  is  the  light  in  which  the  abolitionists 
will  be  viewed  by  the  posterity  their  history  may  reach.  Culess, 
indeed — which  God  forbid — circumstances  should  so  favor  as  to 
enable  them  to  produce  a  convulsion  which  may  elevate  them 
higher  on  the  "bad  eminence"  where  they  have  placed  them- 
selves. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be 

Your  obedient  servant, 

J.  H.  HAMMOND. 
TnoMAs  Clarkson,  Esq. 


Note. — The  foregoing  Letters  were  not  originally  intended  for  piiblicatioD. 
In  preparing  them  for  the  press,  they  have  been  revised.  The  alterations  and 
corrections  made,  however,  have  been  mostly  verbal.  Had  the  writ^^r  felt  at 
liberty  to  condense  the  two  letters  into  one,  and  bring  up  the  liistory  of  aboli- 
tion to  the  period  of  publication,  he  might  have  presented  a  more  concise  iuu\ 
perfect  argument^  and  illustrated  his  views  more  forcibly,  by  reference  to  facts 
recently  developed.  For  example,  since  writing  the  first,  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Clarkson,  as  President  of  the  British  Anti-Slavery  Society,  to  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
denouncing  the  whole  scheme  of  "  Immigration,"  has  reached  him  ;  and  after 
he  had  forwarded  the  last,  he  saw  it  stated,  that  Mr.  Clarkson  had,  a.s  late  as 
the  first  part  of  April,  addressed  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  and  declared,  that  all 
efforts  to  suppress  the  African  slave  trade  had  fully  failed.  It  may  he  coufi- 
dently  expected,  that  it  will  bo  ere  long  announced  from  the  same  quarter,  that 
the  "experiment"  of  West  India  emancipation  has  also  proved  a  complete  alx>r- 
tion. 

Should  the  terms  which  have  been  applied  to  the  abolitionists  appear  to  any 
as  unduly  severe,  let  it  be  remembered,  that  the  direct  aim  of  these  people  is  to 
destroy  us  by  the  most  shocking  of  all  processes  ;  and  that,  having  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  civilized  world  for  their  audience,  they  daily  and  systematically  heap 
upon  us  the  vilest  calumnies  and  most  unmitigated  abuse. "  Clergymen  lay  aside 
their  Bibles,  and  females  unsex  themselves,  to  carry  on  this  horrid  warfare 
against  slave  holders. 
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PHILOSOPHY  OF  THE  NEQRO  CONSTITUTION,  ELICITED  BY  QUESTIONS 
PROPOUNDED  BY  DR.  C.  R.  HALL,  OF  TORQUAY,  ENGLAND,  THROUGH  PROP. 
JACKSON,  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  MEDICAL  COLLEGE,  BOSTON,  TO  SAML. 
A.  CARTWRIGHT,  M.  D.,  NEW  ORLEANS. 

[Reprinted  from  the  New  Orleans  Medical  and  Surgical  JoumaL] 

To  Prof.  Jackson,  Boston : — 

Denv  Sir: — ^The  paper  of  mine,  alluded  to  by  your  London 
correspondent,  Dr.  Hall,  which  he  saw  in  the  medical  work  you 
mention,  is  not,  as  he  supposes,  ^^  The  Report  on  the  diseases 
and  physical  peculiarities  of  the  Negro  race^^  the  physicians  of 
Louisiana,  in  convention  assembled,  appointed  me  to  make ;  but 
only  some  additional  observations  intended  for  students  and  those 
persons  whose  want  of  knowledge  of  Comparative  Anatomy  pre- 
vented them  from  understanding  the  Eeport.  The  Appendix,  in- 
tended for  students,  was  published  in  the  Charleston  (South 
Carolina)  Medical  Journal^  and  also  in  the  work  you  mention, 
under  the  caption  of  the  original  Eeport  to  the  Medical  Con- 
vention, and  the  Report  itself  was  omitted  by  the  editors  of  those 
works  under  the  erroneous  impression,  that  the  Appendix  for 
students  contained  the  substance  of  that  paper ;  whereas  it  does 
BO  only  in  the  sense  that  the  four  first  rules  contain  the  substance 
of  the  arithmetic.  No  wonder  your  intelligent  correspondent 
should  not  find,  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Keport,  the  information  he 
was  seeking,  and  hence  the  questions  he  asks  you  to  refer  to  me 
for  solution.  I  herewith  beg  leave  to  send  you  a  copy  of  the 
^^  Report  on  the  diseases  and  physical  peculiarities  of  the  Negro 
race^^^  which  the  Louisiana  physicians  appointed  me  to  make  to 
the  State  Medical  Society.  In  that  paper  your  correspondent  will 
find  most  of  the  questions  he  asks  already  answered. 

I  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  thus  afibrded  me  of  supplying 
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an  omission  in  the  Southern  works  above  alluded  to,  of  a  paper, 
very  imperfect  and  defective,  it  is  true,  yet  embodying  in  a  small 
space  the  results  of  the  experience  and  observation  of  a  Southern 
practitioner,  extending  through  a  period  of  active  service  of  a 
third  of  a  century's  duration,  and  which  had  the  honor  to  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  the  physicians  generally  of  the  South. 
To  the  few  questions  not  answered  therein  I  propose  to  reply,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  extend  my  remarks  on  that  branch  of  the 
subject  more  directly  connected  with  the  particular  object  of  your 
correspondent's  investigations. 

To  the  question, "  Is  not  Phthisis  very  common  among  the  slaves 
of  the  slave  States  and  unknown  among  the  native  Africans 
at  home?"  I  reply  in  the  negative,  that  Phthisis,  so  far  from 
being  common  among  the  slaves  of  the  slave  States,  is  very  sel- 
dom met  with.  As  to  the  native  Africans  at  home,  little  or  noth- 
ing is  known  of  their  diseases.  They  have  no  science  or  litera- 
ture among  them,  and  never  had.  The  word  Consumption,  is  ^ 
applied  to  two  very  different  diseases  among  negroes.  The 
Cachexia  Africana,  Dirt-eating  of  the  English,  and  Mai  d'Estomac 
of  the  French,  commonly  called  Negro  Consumption,  is  a  very 
different  malady  from  Phthisis  Pulmonalis,  properly  so  called. 
The  Cachexia  Africana,  like  other  spanoemic  states  of  the  system, 
may  run  into  Phthisis,  or  become  complicated  with  it.  Dr.  Hall 
asks,  in  what  does  the  peculiarity  of  Negro  Consumption  consist! 
It  consists  in  being  an  anoematosis  and  not  a  tuberculosis.  Not 
having  seen  my  Report,  he  may  have  inferred  that  it  was  a  tuber 
cular  disease — whereas  it  is  an  erythism  of  mind  connected  with 
spanoemia.  Negroes,  however,  are  sometimes,  though  rarely, 
afflicted  with  tubercula  pulmonum,  or  Phthisis,  properly  so  called, 
which  has  some  peculiarities.  With  them  it  is  more  palpably  a 
secondary  disease  than  it  appears  to  be  among  white  people. 
European  physicians  are  just  beginning  to  see  and  acknowledge 
the  truth  taught  by  our  Kush  in  the  last  century,  that  what  is 
called  Phthisis  Pulmonalis  is  not  a  primary,  but  a  secondaiy 
disease ;  the  tubercles  of  the  lungs  not  being  a  cause,  but  an 
effect  of  the  primary  or  original  vice  of  blood  origin,  or  as  he 
called  it,  general  debility.  For  half  a  century  the  attention  of  the 
medical  profession  has  been  directed  to  the  special  and  ultimate 
results  of  Phthisis,  instead  of  the  primary  condition  of  the  system 
causing  the  formation  of  tubercles*    The  new  knowledge,  derived 
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from  the  stethoscope,  by  detecting  those  abnormal  deposits  of 
abortive  nutrition,  called  tubercles,  has  been  received  for  more 
than  its  worth,  and  has  greatly  served  to  keep  up  the  delusion  oT 
treating  effects  instead  of  causes.  The  tubercular  deposits,  re- 
vealed by  auscultation,  are  not  only  the  effects  of  abortive  nutri- 
tion, but  the  latter  is  itself  the  effect  of  some  derangement  in  the 
digestive  and  respiratory  functions,  vitiating  the  nutritive  fluids, 
and  producing  what  Bush  called  general  debility.  The  defect  in 
the  respiratory  organs  arises  from  the  fact,  long  overlooked,  that 
in  a  great  many  persons,  particularly  the  Anglo-Saxons,  the 
lungs  are  inadequate  to  the  task  of  depurating  the  superabundant 
blood,  which  is  thrown  upon  them  at  the  age  of  maturity,  unless 
aided  hQr  an  occasional  blood-letting,  active  and  abundant  exer- 
cise of  the  muscles  in  the  open  air,  and  a  nutritious  diet,  as 
advised  by  the  American  Hippocrates,  Benjamin  Kush.  White 
children  sometimes  have  Phthisis,  but  here,  as  everywhere,  it  is 
a  rare  complaint  before  maturity  (twenty-one  in  the  male  and 
eighteen  in  the  female.)  The  lymphatic  and  nervous  tempera* 
ment  predominating  until  then,  secures  them  against  this  fell 
destroyer  of  the  master  race  of  men.  Phthisis  is,  par  excellence, 
a  disease  of  the  sanguineous  temperament,  fair  complexion,  red 
or  flaxen  hair,  blue  eyes,  large  blood  vessels,  and  a  bony  encase- 
ment too  small  to  admit  the  full  and  free  expansion  of  the  lungs, 
enlarged  by  the  superabundant  blood,  which  is  determined  to 
those  organs  during  that  first  half-score  of  years  immediately  suc- 
ceeding puberty.  Well-formed  chests  offer  no  impediment  to 
its  inroads,  if  the  volume  of  blood  be  out  of  proportion  to  the 
expansibility  and  capacity  of  the  pulmonary  organs.  Hence  it 
is  most  apt  to  occur  precisely  at,  and  immediately  following,  that 
period  of  life  known  as  matureness,  when  the  sanguineous  system 
becomes  fully  developed  and  gains  the  mastery,  so  to  speak,  over 
the  lymphatic  and  nervous  systems.  With  negroes,  the  sanguin- 
eous never  gains  the  mastery  over  the  lymphatic  and  nervous 
systems.  Their  digestive  powers,  like  children,  are  strong,  and 
their  secretions  and  excretions  copious,  excepting  the  urine,  which 
is  rather  scant.  At  the  age  of  maturity  they  do  not  become  dys- 
peptic and  feeble  with  softening  and  attenuation  of  the  muscles, 
as  among  those  white  people  suffering  the  ills  of  a  defective 
system  of  physical  education,  and  a  want  of  a  wholesome,  nutri- 
tious diet. 


694  SLAVERY    IN    THE    LIGHT 

Tour  correspondent  asks, "  Do  the  slaves  consume  much  sugar^ 
or  take  rum  in  intoxicating  quantities  f  " 

They  do  not  consnme  much  sugar,  but  are  occasionally  supplied 
with  molasses.  Their  diet  consists  principally  of  pickled  pork 
and  corn  bread,  rice,  hominy,  beans,  peas,  potatoes,  yams,  pump- 
kins and  tnrnips.  Soups,  tea,  coffee  and  slops,  are  seldom  used 
by  those  in  health,  and  they  object  to  all  such  articles  of  diet,  as 
making  them  weak.  They  prefer  the  fattest  pork  to  the  lean.  In 
the  Atlantic  States  salted  fish  is  substituted  for  or  alternated  with 
pork — the  shad,  mackerel  and  herring,  principally  the  latter.  In 
Cuba  pickled  beef  is  used,  but  they  prefer  pork.  Their  diet  is  of 
the  most  nutritious  kind,  and  they  will  not  labor  with  much  effect 
on  any  other  than  a  strong,  rich  diet.  With  very  few  excfeptions, 
they  do  not  take  rum  or  other  intoxicating  drinks,  except  as  a 
medicine,  or  in  holiday  times.  Something  equivalent  to  the 
"  Maine  Liquor  Law^'^  (which  you  can  explain  to  your  corre- 
spondent,) has  long  been  in  practical  operation  on  all  well  regu- 
lated Southern  plantations.  The  experience  of  two  centuries  tes- 
tifies to  the  advantages  of  restraining  the  black  population,  hj 
arhitrary  power^  from  the  free  use  of  intoxicating  poisons.  Man 
has  no  better  natural  right  to  poison  himself  or  his  neighbor,  than 
to  maim,  wound  or  kill  himself  or  his  neighbor.  In  regard  to 
intoxicating  drinks,  the  negroes  of  the  South  are  under  wiser  laws 
than  any  other  people  in  the  Union — ^those  of  Maine  excepted. 
But  these  wise  unwritten  laws  do  not  so  well  protect  those  negroes 
who  reside  in  or  near  towns  and  villages,  and  are  not  under 
proper  discipline.  The  Melanic  race  have  a  much  stronger  pro- 
pensity to  indulge  in  the  intemperate  use  of  ardent  spirits  than 
white  people.  They  appear  to  have  a  natural  fondness  for  alco- 
holic drinks  and  tobacco.  They  need  no  schooling,  as  the  fair  skin 
races  do,  to  acquire  a  fondness  for  either.  Nearly  all  chew  to- 
bacco or  smoke,  and  are  not  sickened  and  disgusted  with  the  taste 
of  that  weed  as  white  men  always  are  when  they  first  begin  to 
use  it.  As  an  instance  of  their  natural  love  for  ardent  spirits, 
I  was  called  to  a  number  of  negro  children,  who  found  a  bottle  of 
whisky  under  a  bed,  and  drank  it  all  without  dilution,  although 
it  was  the  first  they  had  ever  tasted.  It  contained  arsenic,  and 
had  been  placed  where  they  found  it  by  the  father  of  some  of  the 
children,  with  a  view  of  poisoning  a  supposed  enemy.  But  with 
that  want  of  forethought,  so  characteristic  of  the  negro  race,  he 
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did  not  think  of  the  greater  probability  of  his  own  children  find- 
ing and  drinking  the  poison  than  the  enemy  he  intended  it  for. 

I  am  asked,  ^^ If  I  have  determined  hy  my  own  ohservation  the 
facts  in  regard  to  the  darker  color  of  the  secretions^  the  fleshy 
the  membranes  and  the  blood  of  the  negro  than  the  white  m^n — 
or  is  the  statement  made  on  the  authority  of  others  t " 

The  statement  is  made  on  the  authority  of  some  of  the  most 
distinguished  anatomists  and  physiologists  of  the  last  century, 
confirmed  by  my  own  repeated  observations.  The  authorities  to 
which  I  particularly  refer  are  Malpighi,  Stubner,  Meckel,  Pechlin, 
Albinus,  Soemmering,  Virey  and  Ebel.  Almost  every  year  of 
my  professional  life,  except  a  few  years  when  abroad,  I  have  made 
post  mortem  examinations  of  negroes,  who  have  died  of  various 
diseases,  and  I  have  invariably  found  the  darker  color  pervading 
the  flesh  and  the  membranes  to  be  very  evident  in  all  those  who 
died  of  acute  diseases.  Chronic  ailments  have  a  tendency  to 
destroy  the  coloring  matter,  and  generally  cause  the  mucous  sur- 
faces to  be  paler  and  whiter  than  in  the  white  race. 

I  now  come  to  the  main  and  important  question — the  last  of 
the  series,  and  the  most  important  of  all,  viz :  ^^How  is  it  ascer- 
tained that  negroes  consume  less  oxygen  than  white  people  t " 

I  answer,  by  the  spirometer.    I  have  delayed  my  reply  to  make 
some  Airther  experiments  on  this  branch  of  the  subject.    The 
result  is,  that  the  expansibility  of  the  lungs  is  considerably  less 
in  the  black  than  the  white  race  of  similar  size,  age  and  habit.  \ 
A  white  boy  expelled  from  his  lungs  a  larger  volume  of  air  than 
a  negro  half  a  head  taller  and  three  inches  larger  around  the 
chest.    The  deficiency  in  the  negro  may  be  safely  estimated  at  20 
per  cent,  according  to  a  number  of  observations  I  have  made  at 
difierent  times.    Thus,  174  being  the  mean  bulk  of  air  receivable 
by  the  lungs  of  a  white  person  of  five  feet  in  height,  140  cubic 
inches  are  given  out  by  a  negro  of  the  same  stature.    It  must  be 
remembered,  howeverj  that  great  variations  occur  in  the  bulk  of 
air  which  can  be  expelled  from  the  chest,  depending  much  upon 
the  age,  size,  health  and  habits  of  each  individual.    But,  as  a  ^ 
general  rule,  it  may  be  safely  stated,  that  a  white  man,  of  the    j 
same  age  and  size,  who  has  been  bred  to  labor,  is,  in  comparison  / 
to  the  negro,  extra  capacious.    To  judge  the  negro  by  spirometri- 
cal  observations  made  on  the  white  man,  would  indicate,  in  the 
former  a  morbid  condition  when  none  existed.    But  I  am  free  to 
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confess  that  this  is  a  subject  open  to  farther  9bseryation8.  My 
estimate  may  be  nnder  or  over  the  exact  difference  of  the  capacity 
of  the  two  races  for  the  consumption  of  oxygen. 

The  question  is  also  answered  axjMomically^  by  the  compara- 
tively larger  size  of  the  liver,  and  the  smaller  size  of  the  lungs; 
and  physiologicMy^  by  the  roule  the  liver  performs  in  the 
negroes  economy  being  greater,  and  that  of  the  lungs  and  kid- 
neys less,  than  in  the  white  man.  But  I  have  not  the  honor  to 
be  the  first  to  call  attention  to  the  difference  in  the  pulmonary 
apparatus  of  the  negro  and  the  white  man,  and  to  the  fact  of  the 
deficiency  in  the  renal  secretion.  The  honor  is  due  to  Thomas 
Jefferson,  the  third  President  of  the  United  States.  In  his  Notes 
on  Virginia,  Mr.  Jefferson  suggested  that  there  was  a  difference 
in  the  pulmonary  apparatus  of  negroes,  and  that  they  do  not  ex- 
tricate as  much  caloric  from  the  air  by  respiration,  and  conse- 
sequently  consume  less  oxygen.  He  also  called  attention  to  the 
fact  of  the  defective  action  of  the  kidneys.  He  remarks,  "To 
our  reproach  be  it  said,  that  although  the  negro  race  has  been 
under  our  eye  for  a  century  and  a  half,  it  has  not  been  considered 
as  a  subject  of  natural  history.^'  Ano|;her  half  century  has 
passed  away,  and  nothing  has  yet  been  done  to  acquire  a  knowl- 
edge of  the  diseases  and  physical  peculiarities  of  a  people,  cod- 
stituting  nearly  a  moiety  of  the  population  of  fifteen  States  of  the 
American  confederacy,  and  whose  labor,  in  cultivating  a  single 
plant,  which  no  other  operatives  but  themselves  can  cultivate 
without  sacrificing  ease,  comfort,  health  and  life,  affords  a  cheap 
material,  in  suiSScient  abundance,  to  clothe  the  naked  of  the  whole 
world.  Even  the  little  scientific  knowledge  heretofore  acquired 
concerning  them,  has  been  so  far  forgotten,  that  when  I  enumer- 
ated a  few  of  their  anatomical  and  physical  peculiarities,  well 
known  to  the  medical  men  of  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth 
centuries,  I  was  supposed  by  some  of  my  cotemporaries  in  the 
South  to  be  broaching  novelties  and  advancing  speculations  wild 
and  crude.  But  I  would  not  be  understood  as  underrating  the 
editors  of  the  Charleston  Medical  Journal  and  some  other 
Southern  writers,  for  mistaking  anatomical  facts  for  wild  specu- 
lations, and  condemning  them  as  such  in  their  editorial  apologies 
for  not  publishing  the  same.  The  fault  lies  not  with  them,  but 
in  that  system  of  education  which  seems  intended  to  keep  physi- 
cians, divines,  and  all  other  classes  of  men  in  Egyptian  darkness 
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of  every  thing  pertainiDg  to  the  philosophy  of  the  negro  constitu- 
tion. It  is  only  the  country  and  village  practitioners  of  the 
Southern  States  (among  professional  men,)  who  appear  to  know 
any  thing  at  all  about  the  peculiar  nature  of  negroes — having 
derived  their  knowledge,  not  from  books  or  schools,  but  in  the 
field  of  experience.  It  is  the  latter  class  of  medical  men,  by  far 
the  most  numerous  in  the  South,  who  have  with  great  unanimity 
sustained  my  feeble  efforts  to  make  the  negro's  peculiar  nature 
known,  and  the  important  fact  that  he  consumes  less  oxygen  than 
the  white  man.  Until  his  defective  hsematosis  be  made  an  ele- 
ment in  calculating  the  best  means  for  improving  the  negro's 
condition,  our  Northern  people  ought  not  to  wonder  at  finding 
their  colored  population,  born  to  freedom  by  the  side  of  the 
church  and  school-house  door,  in  a  lower  species  of  degradation, 
after  trying  for  half  a  century  or  more  to  elevate  them,  than  an 
equal  number  of  slaves  any  where  to  be  found  in  the  South, 
"  Will  not  a  lover  of  natural  history,"  says  Mr.  Jefierson,  "  one 
who  views  the  gradations  in  all  the  races  of  animals  with  the  eye 
of  philosophy,  excuse  an  efibrt  to  keep  those  of  the  department 
of  man  as  distinct  as  nature  formed  them?"  But  no  efibrt  has 
since  been  made  to  draw  the  distinctions  between  the  black  and 
the  white  races  by  the  knife  of  the  anatomist,  but  much  false 
logic  has  been  introduced  into  our  books  and  schools,  to  argue 
down  the  distinctions  which  nature  haa  made.  It  is  to  anatomy 
and  physiology  we  should  look,  when  vindicating  the  liberty  of 
human  nature,  to  see  that  its^  dignity  and  best  interest  be  pre- 
served. "Among  the  Romans,"  says  Mr.  Jefierson,  "emancipa- 
tion required  but  one  efibrt,  but  with  us  a  second  is  necessary, 
unknown  to  history."  This  second  belongs  properly  to  natural 
history ;  the  difierence  in  the  last  not  being  artificial,  as  among 
the  Komans,  or  the  present  Britons,  requiring  only  an  act  of 
legislation  or  a  revolution  to  efiace  forever,  but  natural,  which  no 
human  laws  or  governmental  changes  can  ever  obliterate.  The 
framers  of  our  Constitution  were  aware  of  these  facts,  and  built 
the  Constitution  upon  the  basis  of  natural  distinctions  or  physi- 
cal difierences  in  the  two  races  composing  the  American  popula- 
lation.  A  very  important  difference  between  the  two  will  be 
found  in  the  fact  of  the  greater  amount  of  oxygen  consumed  by 
the  one  than  the  other.  If  the  Constitution  be  worth  defending, 
surely  the  great  truths  of  natural  history,  on  which  it  rests 
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as  a  basis,  are  worth  being  made  known  and  regarded  by  oxu 
statesmen.  That  negroes  consume  less  oxygen  than  the  white 
race,  is  proved  by  their  motions  being  proverbially  much  slower, 
and  their  want  of  muscular  and  mental  activity.  But  to  com- 
prehend fully  the  weight  of  this  proof  of  their  defective  haema- 
tosis,  it  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  one  of  the  great  leading 
truths  disclosed  by  comparative  anatomy.  Cuvier  was  the  first 
to  demonstrate  beyond  a  doubt  that  muscular  energy  and  activity 
are  in  direct  proportion  to  the  development  and  activity  of  the 
pulmonary  organs.  In  his  29th  lesson,  vol.  vii,  p.  17,  D' Anatomic 
Oompar6e,  he  says,  "J9a/w  les  animaux  vertehres  cette  quantite 
de  respiration  fait  connaitre  presque  par  un  calcvl  maihima- 
tique  la  nature  particuli^re  de  chaque  classP  In  the  preceding 
page  he  says, — "That  the  relations ' observed  in  the  different 
animals,  between  the  quantity  of  their  respiration  and  the  energy 
of  their  motive  force,  is  one  of  the  finest  demonstrations  that 
comparative  anatomy  can  furnish  to  physiology,  and  at  the  same 
time  one  of  the  best  applications  of  comparative  anatomy  to 
natural  history."  The  slower  motions  of  the  owl  prove  to  the 
natural  historian  that  it  consumes  less  oxygen  than  the  eagle. 
By  the  same'  physiological  principle  he  can  tell  that  the  herring 
is  the  most  active  among  fish,  and  the  fiounder  the  slowest,  by 
merely  seeing  the  gills  of  each :  those  of  the  herring  being  very 
large,  prove  that  it  consumes  much  oxygen  and  is  very  active ; 
while  the  fiounder,  with  its  small  gills,  consumes  but  little,  and 
is  very  slow  in  its  motions  as  a  necessary  consequence.  Hence 
the  habitual  slower  motions  of  the  negro  than  the  white  man,  is  a 
positive  proof  that  he  consumes  less  oxygen.  The  slow  gait  of 
the  negro  is  an  important  element  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
in  studying  his  nature.  I  have  the  authority  of  bne  of  the  very 
best  observers  of  mankind,  that  this  element  in  the  negroes  econ- 
omy is  particularly  worthy  of  being  studied.  It  is  no  less  an 
authority  than  the  father  of  his  country,  the  first  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  illustrious  Washington.  Washington  knew 
better,  perhaps,  than  any  other  man  what  the  white  man  could 
do ;  his  power  of  endurance  and  strength  of  wind  under  a  ^ven 
speed  of  motion.  Yet  he  found  that  all  his  observations  on  the 
white  race  were  inapplicable  to  negroes.  To  know  what  they 
could  do,  and  to  ascertain  their  power  of  endurance  and  strength 
of  wind,  new  observations  had  -  to  be  made,  and  he  made  Aem 
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accordingly.  He  made  them  on  his  own  negroes.  He  saw  they 
did  not  move  like  the  soldiers  he  had  been  accustomed  to  com- 
mand. Their  motions  were  much  slower,  and  they  performed 
their  tasks  in  a  more  dilatory  manner ;  the  amount  of  labor  they 
could  perform  in  a  given  time,  with  ease  and  comfort  to  them- 
selves, could  not  be  told  by  his  knowledge  of  what  white  men 
could  do.  He  therefore  noted  the  gait  or  movements  natural  to 
negroes,  and  made  observations  himself  of  how  much  they  could 
effect  in  a  given  time,  under  the  slow  motions  or  gait  natural  to 
them.  He  did  this  to  enable  him  to  judge  of  what  would  be  a 
reasonable  service  to  expect  from  them,  and  to  know  when  they 
loitered  and  when  they  performed  their  duty.  Those  persons 
unacquainted  with  the  important  truth  that  negroes  are  naturally 
slower  in  their  motions  than  white  people,  judging  the  former  by 
the  latter,  often  attempt  to  drive  them  into  the  same  brisk 
motions.  But  a  day's  experience  ought  to  be  enough  to  teach 
them  that  every  attempt  to  drive  negroes  to  the  performance  of 
tasks  equal  to  what  the  white  laborer  would  voluntarily  impose 
upon  himself,  is  an  actual  loss  to  the  master ;  who,  instead  of 
getting  more  service  out  of  them,  actually  gets  less,  and  soon 
none,  if  such  a  course  be  persisted  in ;  because  they  become  dis- 
abled in  body  and  indisposed  in  mind  to  perform  any  service  at 
all.  Every  master  or  overseer,  although  he  may  know  nothing 
of  the  law  above  mentioned,  discovered  by  Ouvier,  may  soon 
learn  from  experience  the  important  fact,  that  there  is  no  other 
alternative  than  to  let  their  negroes  assume,  hy  their  ovm 
instincts^  the  natural  gait  or  movement  peculiar  to  them,  and 
then,  like  Washington,  observe  what  can  be  effected  in  a  given 
time  by  that  given  gait  or  movement,  and  to  ask  for  nor  expect 
more.  In  vol.  ii,  pages  511  to  512,  (Washington's  Writings, 
published  by  Jared  Sparks)  are  recorded  a  few  of  the  observa- 
tions made  by  the  father  of  his  country  on  his  own  slaves,  as  an 
illustration  of  the  preceding  remarks.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that 
Mr.  Sparks,  out  of  deference  to  a  modern  species  of  idolatry  (all 
fanaticism  is  idolatry,)  which  has  taken  deep  root  in  Great 
Britain  and  despotic  Europe,  and  has  from  thence  been  trans- 
planted into  our  republic,  particularly  in  the  Northern  portion 
of  it,  should  have  suppressed  so  much  of  the  valuable  observa- 
tions of  Washington  on  the  negro  race,  as  only  to  publish  a 
small  fragment  of  the  extensive  knowledge  his  comprehensive^ 
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miud  had  stored  up  on  this  important  subject,  well  known  to 
his  neighbors.  The  fragment  informs  us,  that  on  a  certain  day 
ho  visited  his  plantations,  and  found  that  certain  negro  slaves 
there  mentioned,  by  the  names  of  George,  Tom  and  Mike,  had 
only  hewed  a  certain  number  of  feet-^whereupon  Washington  sat 
down  and  observed  their  motions,  letting  them  proceed  their 
own  way,''  and  ascertained  how  many  feet  each  hewed  in  one 
hour  and  a  quarter.  He  also  made  observations  on  his  sawyers 
at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner.  From  the  data 
thus  acquired  he  ascertained,  in  the  short  space  of  an  hour 
and  a  quarter,  how  many  feet  would  be  a  day's  work  for 
hewing,  and  how  many  for  sawing,,  under  their  usual  slow 
gait  or  movement.  This  hewing  and  sawing  were  of  poplar. 
"What  may  be  the  difference,  therefore,"  says  Washington, 
"between  the  working  of  this  wood  and  other,  some  future 
observations  must  make  known."  *But  Mr.  Sparks,  out  of 
deference  to  the  new  schopl  of  idolatry,  having  its  head  quarters 
in  Exeter  Hall,  omitted,  almost  entirely,  the  publication  of  any 
more  observations  on  the  subject.  It  is  no  less  idolatry  to  set  up 
an  anti-8criptm*al  dogma  and  to  make  it  a  rule  of  action,  than  to 
worship  a  block  or  a  graven  image  in  the  place  of  the  true  Ood. 
The  tnie  God  has  said  in  the  Pentateuch,  the  most  authentic 
books  of  the  Bible,  ^^And  of  the  heathen  shall  ye  buy  bond-men 
and  bond-maide  [slaves]  and  your  children  shall  inherit  them 
after  you^  and  they  shall  be  your  bondman  [slaves]  forever^ 
Leviticus,  chap,  xxv,  verses  44, 45, 46.  But  the  Dogma  or  Negro 
god  of  Exeter  Hall  says  that  "  negro  slavery  is  sin^^^  and  that  it 
is  contrary  to  the  moral  sense  or  conscience.  Medicine  was 
anciently  called  the  divine  art ;  to  be  entitled  to  hold  that  appel- 
lation, ought  it  not  to  lend  its  aid  to  arrest  in  this  happy  republic 
the  progress  of  idolatry,  which  is  only  another  name  for  fitnati- 
cism  ?  And  will  your  learned  correspondent  help  to  arrest  it  in 
England?  Or  will  he,  like  Prichard,  Todd,  and  others,  make 
science  bow  to  the  policy  of  his  government  ? — To  build  up  India 
at  the  expense  of  our  Union  ?  The  subject  of  his  investigations, 
tubercular  disease,  if  properly  studied,  leads  directly  to  that  spe- 
cies of  knowledge,  enabling  him  to  determine  on  physiological 
principles,  which  is  the  best  system  of  ethics,  that  taught  in  the 
Bible,  to  enslave  the  Canaanite^  or  that  taught  in  Exeter  Hall,  to 
set  him  free  f    It  will  lead  him  to  the  discovery,  that  the  negro, 
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or  CaDaanitish  race,  consume  less  oxygen  than  the  white,  and  that 
as  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  deficient  aeration  of  the  blood 
in  the  Inngs,  a  hebetnde  of  mind  and  body  is  the  inevitable  phy- 
siological effect;  thus  making  it  a  mercy  and  a  blessing  to 
negroes  to  have  persons  in  authority  set  over  them,  to  provide  for 
and  take  care  of  them.  Under  the  dogma  or  new  commandment 
to  free  the  Canaanite,  practically  exercised  in  Van  Dieman's  Land 
and  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  the  poor  negro  race  have  become 
nearly  annihilated.  Whereas  under  that  system  of  ethics  taught 
in  the  Bible  and  made  a  rule  of  action  in  the  Southern  States,  the 
descendants  of  Canaan  are  more  rapidly  increasing  in  numbers, 
and  have  more  of  the  comforts  and  pleasures  of  life,  and  more 
morality  and  Christianity  among  them  than  any  others  of  the 
same  race  on  any  other  portion  of  the  globe.  They  are  daily 
bought  and  sold,  and  inherited  as  property,  as  the  Scriptures  said 
they  should  be.  Whereas  in  all  those  countries  and  places  in 
wliich  they  are  set  free,  in  obedience  to  the  dogma  that  "  slavery 
is  sin,"  they  rapidly  degenerate  into  barbarism,  as  they  are  doing 
in  the  West  Indies,  or  become  extinct  as  in  Van  Dieman's  Land. 
The  physiological  fact  that  negroes  consume  less  oxygen  indicates 
the  superior  wisdom  of  the  precepts  taught  in  the  Bible  regarding 
those  people,  to  any  promulgated  from  Exeter  Hall.  Experience 
also  proves  the  former  to  be  the  best.  You  hear  of  the  pooi 
negroes,  or  colored  people,  as  you  call  them,  being  beaten  with 
many  stripes  by  their  masters  an^d  overseers.  But  owing  to  the 
fact  that  they  consume  less  oxygen  than  white  people,  and  the 
other  physical  differences  founded  on  difference  of  structure,  they 
beat  one  another,  when  free  from  the  white  man's  authority,  with 
ten  stripes  where  they  would  get  one  from  him.  They  are  as 
much  in  slavery  in  Boston  as  in  New  Orleans.  They  suffer  more 
from  corporeal  or  other  punishments  in  the  cellars  and  dark  lanes 
and  alleys  of  Boston,  New  York  and  Philadelphia,  by  the  cruel 
tyranny  practiced  by  the  strong  over  the  weak  and  helpless,  than 
an  equal  number  in  Southern  slavery.  In  slavery  the  stripes  fall 
upon  the  evil  disposed,  vicious,  buck  negro  fellows.  But  when 
removed  from  the  white  man's  authority,  the  latter  make  them 
fall  on  helpless  women  and  children,  the  weak  and  the  infirm. 
Good  conduct,  so  far  from  being  a  protection,  invites  aggression. 
But  what  connection  have  these  observations,  you  may  say, 
with  the  subject  of  Dr.  Hall's  inquiries,  and  what  light  do  they 
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throw  on  tubercular  disease  ?  They  show  that  there  exists  an  inti- 
mate connection  between  the  amount  of  oxygen  consumed  in  the 
lungs  and  the  phenomena  of  body  and  mind.  They  point  to  a 
people  whose  respiratory  apparatus  is  so  defective,  that  they  have 
not  suflScient  industry  and  mental  energy  to  provide  for  themselves, 
or  resolution  sufficiently  strong  to  prevent  theqi,  when  in  freedomi 
from  being  subjected  to  the  arbitrary,  capricious  will  of  the  drunken 
and  vicious  of  their  own  color,  who  may  happen  to  have  greater 
physical  strength  and  more  cunning ;  they  show  that  Phthisis  is  a 
disease  of  the  master  race,  and  not  of  the  slave  race — that  it  is  the 
bane  of  that  master  race  of  men,  known  by  an  active  hsematosis ; 
by  the  brain  receiving  a  larger  quantity  of  aerated  blood  than  it  is 
entitled  to ;  by  the  strong  development  of  the  circulating  system ; 
by  the  energy  of  intellect ;  by  the  strength  and  activity  of  the  mus- 
cular system  ;  the  vivid  imagination ;  the  irritable,  mobile,  ardent 
and  inflammatory  temperament,  and  the  indomitable  will  and  love 
of  freedom.  Whereas  the  negro  constitution,  being  the  opposite 
of  all  this,  is  not  subject  to  Phthisis,  although  it  partakes  of  what  is 
called  the  scrofulous  diathesis.  In  the  negro  constitution,  as  the 
Frenchman  would  say,  "  Varhre  arierid  cede  sa  prominance  d 
Varhre  veineicse^^^  spreading  coldness,  languor  and  want  of  energy 
over  the  entire  system.  The  white  fluids,  or  lymphatic  tempera- 
ment, predominating,  they  are  not  so  liable  as  the  fair  race,  to  in- 
flammatory diseases  of  the  lungs,  or  any  other  organ  ;  but  from 
the  superabundant  viscidities  and  mucosities  of  their  mucous  sm*- 
faces,  they  are  more  liable  to  engorgements  and  pulmonary  conges- 
tons  tl^n  any  other  race  of  men.  In  proof  of  which  I  beg  leave  to 
refer  your  co^Tespondent  to  a  standard  work  entitled  "  Observations 
sur  les  Maladies  des  Negres,  par  M.  Dazille.    Paris,  1776." 

Pneumonia,  without  subjective  symptoms,  is  very  common 
among  them.  Diphtheretic  afiections,  so  common  among  white 
children,  are  very  rare  among  negroes.  Intercurrent  Pneumonia 
is  more  common  among  them  than  any  other  class  of  people.  It 
is  met  with  in  Typhoid  fevers,  Rheumatism  and  hepatic  derange- 
ments, to  which  they  are  very  liable  in  the  cold  season.  The  local 
malady  requires  a  different  treatniient,  to  correspond  with  the 
general  disorder.  Bad,  vicious,  ungovernable  negroes  are  sub- 
ject, to  what  might  properly  be  termed,  Scorbutic  Pneumonia— a 
blood  disease,  requiring  anti-scorbutics.  Scorbutic  negroes  are 
always  vicious  or  worthless.     A  course  of  anti-scorbutica  will  rei; 
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foim  their  morals,  and  make  good  negroes  oat  of  worthless  ones. 
They  are  liable  to  snfTocatiye  orthopnoea  after  measles,  and  die 
unless  bled  and  purged.  But  purgatives  are  injurious  in  almost 
all  their  other  affections-  involving  the  respiratory  organs,  except 
such  as  act  especially  on  the  liver.  They  check  expectoration, 
says  Dazille,  and  lay  the  foundations  of  those  effusions  and  depots 
of  matter  so  often  mistaken  for  genuine  Phthisis.  Auscultation 
cannot  well  be  made  available  with  them.  The  nose  pleads  to  the 
eye  and  touch  to  form  the  diagnosis,  without  calling  into  requisi- 
tion the  ear.  A  single  examination  by  auscultation,  in  persons 
abounding  with  so  much  phlegm,  is  not  sufficient  to  arrive  at  a 
correct  diagnosis.  Repeated  examinations  in  various  postures 
are  too  tedious  in  execution,  and  too  offensive  to  the  auscultator, 
to  come  into  general  use  in  diagnosing  the  diseases  of  the  Melanic 
race.  This  valuable  mode  of  exploration,  so  useful  in  many  cases, 
as  practiced  by  experts,  has  of  late  years  been  carried  to  a  ridicu- 
lous extreme,  in  being  made  to  deceive  and  delude  more  prac- 
titioners than  it  enlightens,  from  the  haste  and  inexperience  of 
those  who  practice  it.  With  negroes  it  is  unnecessary,  except  in 
some  rare  instances.  Their  diseases,  like  their  passions,  have 
each  its  peculiar  expression  stamped  in  the  countenance.  They 
are  like  young  children  in  this  respect.  They  cannot  disguise 
their  countenance  like  white  people.  An  intelligent  and  observ- 
ant observer  can  tell  from  their  countenance  when  they  are  plot- 
ting mischief,  or  have  committed  some  crime;  when  they  are 
satisfied  or  dissatisfied ;  when  in  pleasure  or  in  pain ;  when 
troubled  or  disturbed  in  mind  ;  or  when  telling  a  falsehood  instead 
of  the  truth.  An  observant  physician  has  only  to  bring  the  old 
science  of  prosoposcopia,  so  much  used  by  Hippocrates  in  forming 
his  diagnosis,  to  bear  upon  negroes,  to  be  able,  by  a  little  experi- 
ence, to  ascertain  the  most  of  them  at  a  glance  by  the  expression 
of  their  countenance. 

They  are  very  subject  to  fevers,  attended  with  an  obstructed  cir- 
culation of  air  and  blood  in  the  pulmonary  organs.  Their  abund- 
ant mucosities  often  prevent  the  ingress  of  air  into  the  air  cells, 
bloating  their  lips  and  cheeks,  which  are  coated  with  a  tenacious 
saliva.  A  cessation  of  digestion  from  too  ftiU  a  meal,  or  some 
hepatic  or  other  derangement,  is  soon  attended  with  such  a  copi- 
ous exudation  of  mucosities,  filling  the  air  cells  and  tracheal 
#  passages,  as  to  cause  apoplexy,  which  with  them  is  only  another 
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name  for  asphyxia.  The  head  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  So 
abundant  are  the  mucosities  in  negroes,  that  those  in  the  best 
health  have  a  whitish,  pasty  mucus,  of  considerable  thickness  on 
the  tongue,  leading  a  physician  not  acquainted  with  them  to  sup- 
pose that  they  were  dyspeptic,  or  otherwise  indisposed.  The 
lungs  of  the  white  man  are  the  main  outlets  for  the  elimination 
of  carbonic  acid  formed  in  the  tissues.  Negroes,  howevei^,  by  an 
instinctive  habit  of  covering  their  mouth,  nose,  head  and  &ce 
with  a  blanket,  or  some  other  covering,  '^hen  they  sleep,  throw 
upon  the  liver  an  additional  duty  to  perform,  in  the  excretion  of 
carbonic  acid.  Any  cause,  obstructing  the  action  of  the  liver, 
quickly  produces  with  them  a  grave  malady,  the  retention  of  car- 
bonic acid  in  the  blood  soon  poisoning  them. 

Hence  with  white  people  a  moderate  degree- of  hepatic  obstmction, 
by  a  residence  in  swampy  districts,  is  often  found  beneficial  in 
diminishing  the  exalted  sensibility  and  irritability  of  phthisical 
patients.  Viscous  engorgements  of  the  lungs  destroy  more  n^roes 
than  all  other  diseases  combined.  They  are  distinguished  from  in- 
flammatory affections  by  the  pyrexial  symptoms  not  being  strongly 
marked,  or  marked  at  all — ^by  the  pnfly  or  bloated  tippearance 
of  the  face  and  lips — ^by  the  slavering  mouth — ^the  highly  charged 
tongue — and  by  the  torpor  of  mind  and  body.  In  a  word,  all  the 
symptoms  point  to  a  deficient  aeration  of  the  blood,  or  a  kind 
of  half  way  asphyxia.  A  torpid  state  of  the  system,  listlcBsness 
and  inactivity  almost  approaching  to  asphyxia  from  the  dimin- 
ished quantity  of  oxygen  consumed  by  the  lungs  of  the  n^ro, 
form  a  striking  contrast  with  the  energetic,  active,  restless,  perse- 
vering Anglo-Saxon,  with  a  tendency  to  phlogosis  and  phthisis 
pulmonalis,  from  the  surplus  quantify  of  oxygen  consumed  by 
his  lungs.  Blistering  the  nape  of  the  neck,  so  irritating  in  nearly 
all  of  the  diseases  of  the  Saxon  race,  is  almost  a  sovereign  remedy 
or  specific  for  a  large  proportion  ot  the  complaints  that  negroes 
are  subject  to ;  because  most  of  them  arise  from  defective  respira- 
tory action.  Hence  whipping  the  lungs  to  increased  action  by  the 
application  of  blisters  over  the  origin  of  the  respiratory  nerves, 
a  remedy  so  inexpedient  and  so  often  contra-indicated  in  most  of 
the  maladies  of  the  white  man,  has  a  magic  charm  about  it  in  the 
treatment  of  those  of  the  negro.  The  magic  effect  of  a  blister  to 
that  part  of  the  Ethiopian's  body,  in  a  large  class  of  his  ailments, 
although  well  known  to  most  of  the  planters  and  overseezs  of  tbe 
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Southern  States,  is  scarcely  known  at  all  to  the  medical  profession 
beyond  those  boundaries.  Even  here,  where  that  portion  of  the 
profession  who  have  had  much  experience  in  the  treatmqjDt  of 
their  diseases,  and  are  aware  of  the  simple  fact  itself,  do  not  profit 
by  it  in  many  cases  where  it  is  indicated ;  because  they  do  no ; 
perceive  the  indication  clearly,  so  long  as  the  rationale  of  the 
remedy  remains  unexplained. 

Your  asking  for  the  proo&  of  my  assertion,  ^^  that  the  negro 
consumes  less  oxygen  than  the  white  man,"  has  led  me  into  a 
new,  extensive  and  unexplored  field  of  science,  where  the  ration- 
ale of  that  and  many  other  important  facts  may  be  found  spring- 
ing up  spontaneously.  We  have  medical  schools  in  abundance 
teaching  the  art  of  curing  the  ailments,  and  even  the  most  insig- 
nificant sores,  incident  to  the  half-starved,  oppressed  pauper  popu- 
lation of  Europe — a  population  we  have  not  got,  never  had  and 
never  can  have,  so  long  as  we  have  negro  slaves  to  work  in  the 
cane,  cotton  and  rice  fields,  where  the  white  man,  from  the  physio- 
logical laws  governing  his  economy,  can  not  labor  and  live :  but 
where  the  negro  thrives,  luxuriates  and  enjoys  existence  more  than 
any  laboring  peasantry  to  be  found  on  the  continent  of  Europe ; 
yet  we  have  no  schools  or  any  chair  in  our  numerous  institu- 
tions of.  medical  learning  to  teach  the  art  of  curing  and  pre- 
venting the  diseases  peculiar  to  our  immense  population  of  negro 
slaves,  or  to  make  them  more  efficient  afid  valuable,  docile  and 
manageable ;  comfortable,  happy  and  contented  by  still  further 
improving  their  condition,  which  can  only  be  done  by  studying 
their  nature,  and  not  by  the  North  and  South  bandying  epithets — 
not  by  the  quackery  which  prescribes  the  same  remedy,  the  liberty 
elixir,  for  all  constitutions.  The  two  races,  the  Anglo-Saxon  and 
the  negro,  have  antipodal  constitutions.  The  former  abounds 
with  red  blood,  even  penetrating  the  capillaries  and  the  veins, 
flushing  the  face  and  illuminating  the  countenance;  the  skin 
white ;  lips  thin ;  nose  high ;  hair  auburn,  flaxen,  red  or  black ; 
beard  thick  and  heavy ;  eyes  brilliant;  will  strong  and  unconquer- 
able ;  mind  and  muscles  full  of  energy  and  activity.  The  latter, 
with  molasses  blood  sluggishly  circulating  and  scarcely  penetrat- 
ing the  capillaries ;  skin  ebony,  and  the  mucous  membranes  and 
muscles  partaking  of  the  darker  hue  pervading  the  blood  and  the 
cutis;  lips  thick  and  protuberant;   nose  broad  and  flat;   scalp 

covered  with  a  coarse,  crispy  wool  in  thick  naps ;  beard  wanting 
45 
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or  consisting  of  a  few  scattering  woolly  naps,  in  the  "5i^^,"  • 
provincially  so  called ;  mind  and  body  dull  and  slothful ;  will 
weak,  wanting  or  subdned.  The  study  of  such  opposite  organiza- 
tions, the  one  prone  to  Phthisis  and  the  other  not,  can  not  fail  to 
throw  some  light  on  tubercular  disease,  the  subject  of  your  corres- 
pondent. Dr.  Hall's  present  investigation.  Jn  contrasting  the 
typical  white  man,  having  an  excess  of  red  blood  and  a  liability 
to  inflammatory  and  tuberculous  complaints  and  disorders  of  the 
digestive  system,  with  the  typical  negro,  deficient  aerated  blood, 
and  abounding  in  mucosites,  having  an  active  liver  and  a  strong 
digestion,  and  a  proclivity  strongly  marked  to  &11  into  conges- 
tions, or  cold  humid  engorgements  approaching  asphyxia,  I  hope 
he  will  be  able  to  find  in  this  unpolished  communication  some- 
thing useful. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect, 

SAML.  A.  OAKTWRIGHT,  M.  D. 
Ifew  Orleans,  July  19th,  1852. 
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APPENDIX. 


NATURAL  HISTORY  OF 
THE  PROGNATHOUS  SPECIES  OF  MANKIND. 

It  is  not  intended  by  the  use  of  the  term  Prognathons  to  call  ia 
question  the  black  man's  humanity  or  the  unity  of  the  human 
races  as  a  genuSy  but  to  prove  that  the  species  of  the  genus  homo 
are  not  a  unity,  but  a  plurality,  each  essentially  different  from  the 
others — one  of  them  being  so  unlike  the  other  two — the  oval- 
beaded  Caucasian  and  the  pyramidal-headed  Mongolian — as  to  be 
actually  prognathous,  like  the  brute  creation ;  not  that  the  negro 
is  a  brute,  or  half  man  and  half  brute,  but  a  genuine  human  being, 
anatomically  constructed,  about  the  head  and  face,  more  like  the 
monkey  tribes  and  the  lower  order  of  animals  than  any  other 
species  of  the  genus  man.  Prognathous  is  a  technical  term  de- 
rived from  prOy  before,  and  gnathos^  the  jaws,  indicating  that  the 
muzzle  or  mouth  is  anterior  to  the  brain.  The  lower  animals, 
according  to  Cuvier,  are  distinguished  from  the  European  and 
Mongol  man  by  the  mouth  and  face  projecting  further  forward  in 
the  profile  than  the  brain.  He  expresses,  the  rule  thus :  J^ace  an- 
terior^  cranium  posterior.  The  typical  negroes  of  adult  age, 
when  tried  by  this  rule,  are  proved  to  belong  to  a  different  species 
from  the  man  of  Europe  or  Asia,  because  the  head  and  face  are 
anatomically  constructed  more  after  the  fashion  of  the  simiadiee 
and  the  brnte  creation  than  the  Caucasian  and  Mongolian  species 
of  mankind,  their  mouth  and  jaws  projecting  beyond  the  forehead 
containing  the  anteri6r  lobes  of  the  brain.  Moreover,  their  faces 
are  proportionally  larger  than  their  crania,  instead  of  smaller,  as 
in  the  other  two  species  of  the  genus  man.  Young  monkeys  and 
young  negroes,  however,  are  not  prognathous  like  their  parents, 
but  become  so  as  they  grow  older.  The  head  of  the  infant  ourang 
outang  is  like  that  of  a  well  formed  Caucasian  child  in  the  pro- 
jection and  hight  of  the  forehead  and  the  convexity  of  the  vertea. 
The  braid  appears  to  be  larger  than  it  really  is,  because  the  face, 
at  birth,  has  not  attained  its  proportional  size.  The  face  of  the 
Caucasian  infant  is  a  little  under  its  proportional  size  when  com- 
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pared  with  the  craDium.  In  the  infant  negro  and  ouraug  outang 
it  is  greatly  so.  Although  so  mach  smaller  in  infancy  than  the 
cranium,  the  face  of  the  young  monkey  ultimately  outgrows  the 
cranium ;  so,  also,  does  the  face  of  the  young  negro,  whereas  in 
the  Caucasian,  the  face  always  continues  to  be  smaller  than  the 
cranium.  The  superfices  of  the  face  at  puberty  exceeds  that  of 
the  hairy  scalp  both  in  the  negro  and  the  monkey,  while  it  is  al- 
ways less  in  the  white  man.  Young  monkeys  and  young  negroes 
are  superior  to  white  children  of  the  same  age  in  memory  and 
other  intellectual  faculties.  The  white  in&nt  comes  into  the  world 
with  its  brain  inclosed  by  fifteen  disunited  bony  plates — the  occi- 
pital bone  being  divided  into  four  parts,  the  sphenoid  into  three, 
the  frontal  into  two,  each  of  the  two  temporals  into  two,  which, 
with  the  two  parietals,  make  fifteen  plates  in  all — the  vomer  and 
ethmoid  not  being  ossified  at  birth.  The  bones  of  the  head  are 
not  only  disunited,  but  are  more  or  less  overlapped  at  birth,  in 
consequence  of  the  largeness  of  the  Caucasian  child's  head  and 
the  smallness  of  its  mother's  pelvis,  giving  the  head  an  elongated 
form,  and  an  irregular,  knotty  feel  to  the  touch.  The  negro  in- 
fant, however,  is  born  with  a  small,  hard,  smooth,  round  head 
Uko  a  gourd.  Instead  of  the  frontal  and  temporal  bones  being 
divided  into  six  plates,  as  in  the  white  child,  they  form  but  one 
bone  in  the  negro  infant.  The  head  is  not  only  smaller  than  that 
of  the  white  child,  but  tl^e  pelvis  of  the  negress  is  wider  than  that 
of  the  white  woman — its  greater  obliquity  also  favors  parturition 
and  prevents  miscarriage. 

Negro  children  and  white  children  are  alike  at  birth  in  one  re- 
markable particular — they  are  both  bom  white^  and  so  much 
alike,  as  far  as  color  is  concerned,  as  scarcely  to  be  distinguished 
from  each  other.  In  a  very  short  time,  however,  the  skin  of  the 
negro  infant  begins  to  darken  and  continues  to  grow  darker  until 
it  becomes  of  a  shining  black  color,  provided  the  child  be  healthy. 
The  skin  will  become  black  whether  exposed  to  the  air  and  light  or 
not.  The  blackness  is  not  of  as  deep  a  shade  during  the  first  years 
of  life,  as  afterward.  The  black  color  is  not  so  deep  in  the  female 
as  in  the  male,  nor  in  the  feeble,  sickly  negro  as  in  the  robust  and 
healthy.  Blackness  is  a  characteristic  of  the  prognathous  species 
of  the  genus  homo,  but  all  the  varieties  of  all  the  prognathous 
species  are  not  equally  black.  Nor  are  the  individuals  of  the 
same  family  or  variety  equally  so.    The  lighter  shades  of  color, 
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when  not  derived  from  admixture  with  Mongolian  or  Caucasian 
blood,  indicate  degeneration  in  the  prognathous  species.  The 
Hottentots,  Bushmen  and  aborigines  of  Australia  are  inferior  in 
mind  and  body  to  the  typical  African  of  Guinea  and  the  Niger. 

Tlie  typical  negroes  themselves  are  more  or  less  superior  or  in- 
ferior to  one  another  precisely  as  they  approximate  to  or  recede 
from  the  typical  standard  in  color  and  form,  due  allowance  being 
made  for  age  and  sex.  The  standard  is  an  oily,  shining  black,  and 
as  far  as  the  conformation  of  the  head  and  face  is  concerned  and 
the  relative  proportion  of  nervous  matter  out^de  of  the  cranium  to 
the  quantity  of  cerebral  matter  within  it,  is  found  between  the  sim- 
iadiae*  and  the  Caucasian.  Thus,  in  the  typical  negro,  a  perpen- 
dicular line,  let  Ml  from  the  forehead,  cuts  off  a  large  portion  of  the 
face,  throwing  the  mouth,  the  thick  lips,  and  the  projecting  teeth 
anterior  to  the  cranium,  but  not  the  entire  face,  as  in  the  lower 
animals  and  monkey  tribes.  When  all,  or  a  greater  part  of  the 
face  is  thrown  anterior  to  the  line,  the  negro  approximates  the 
monkey  anatomically  more  than  he  docs  the  ti*ue  Caucasian ;  and 
when  little  or  none  of  the  face  is  anterior  to  the  line,  he  approxi- 
mates that  mythical  being  of  Dr.  Yan  Evrie,  a  Hack  white  many 
and  almost  ceases  to  be  a  negro.  The  black  man  occasionally  seen 
in  Africa,  called  the  Bature  Dutu^  with  high  nose,  thin  lips,  and 
long  straight  hair,  is  not  a  negro  at  all,  but  a  Moor  tanned  by  the 
climate — because  his  children,  not  exposed  to  the  sun,  do  not  be- 
come black  like  himself.  The  typical  negro's  nervous  system  is 
modeled  a  little  different  from  the  Caucasian  and  somewhat  like 
the  ourang  outang.  The  medullary  spinal  cord  is  larger  and  more 
developed  than  in  the  white  man,  but  less  so  than  in  the  monkey 
tribes.  The  occipital  foramen,  giving  exit  to  the  spinal  cord,  is  a 
third  longer,  says  Cuvier,  in  proportion  to  its  breadth,  than  in  the 
Caucasian,  and  is  so  oblique  as  to  form  an  angle  of  30*  with  the 
horizon,  yet  not  so  oblique  as  in  the  simiadse,  but  suflBciently  so 
to  throw  the  head  somewhat  backward  and  the  face  upward  in 
the  erect  position.  Hence,  from  the  obliquity  of  the  head  and  the 
pelvis,  the  negro  walks  steadier  with  a  weight  on  his  head,  as  a 
pail  of  water  for  instance,  than  without  it ;  whereas,  the  white 
man,  with  a  weight  on  his  head,  has  great  difficulty  in  maintain- 
ing his  centre  of  gravity,  owing  to  the  occipital  foramen  forming 
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•  • 

no  angle  with  the  cranium,  the  pelvis,  the  spine,  or  the  thighs— :• 

all  forming  a  straight  line  from  the  crown  of  the  head  to  the  sole 
of  the  foot  without  any  of  the  obliquities  seen  in  the  negro's 
knees,  thighs,  pelvis  and  head — and  still  more  evident  in  the 
ourang  outang. 

The  nerves  of  organic  life  are  larger  in  the  prognathous  epecies 
of  mankind  than  in  the  Caucasian  species,  but  not  so  well  devel- 
oped as  in  the  simiadise.  The  brain  is  about  a  tenth  smaller  in 
the  prognathous  man  than  in  the  Frenchman,  as  proved  by  actual 
measurement  of  skulls  by  the  French  savans,  Falisot  and  Virey. 
Hence,  from  the  small  brain  and  the  larger  nerves,  the  digestion 
of  the  prognathous  species  is  better  than  that  of  the  Caucasian,  and 
its  animal  appetites  stronger,  approaching  the  simiadise  but  stop- 
ping short  of  their  beastiality.  The  nostrils  of  the  prognathous 
species  of  mankind  open  higher  up  than  they  do  in  the  white  or 
olive  species,  but  not  so  high  up  as  in  the  monkey  tribes.  In  the 
gibbon,  for  instance,  they  open  between  the  orbits.  Although  the 
typical  negro's  nostrils  open  high  up,  yet  owing  to  the  nasal  bones 
being  short  and  flat,  there  is  no  projection  or  prominence  formed 
between  his  orbits  by  the  bones  of  the  nose,  as  in  the  Caucasian 
species.  The  nostrils,  however,  are  much  wider,  about  as  wide 
from  wing  to  wing,  as  the  white  man's  mouth  from  corner  to  cor- 
ner, and  the  internal  bones,  called  the  turbinated,  on  which  the 
olfactory  nerves  are  spread,  are  larger  and  project  nearer  to  the 
opening  of  the  nostrils  than  in  the  white  man.  Hence  the  negro 
approximates  the  lower  animals  in  his  sense  of  smell,  and  can  de- 
tect snakes  by  that  sense  alone.  All  the  senses  are  more  acute,  but 
less  delicate  and  discriminating,  than  the  white  man's.  He  has 
a  good  ear  for  melody  but  not  for  harmony,  a  keen  taste  and  relish 
for  food  but  less  discriminating  between  the  different  kinds  of  es- 
culent substances  than  the  Caucasian.  His  lips  are  immensely 
thicker  than  any  of  the  white  race,  his  nose  broader  and  flatter, 
his  chin  smaller  and  more  retreating,  his  foot  flatter,  broader, 
larger,  and  the  heel  longer,  while  he  has  scarcely  any  calves  at 
all  to  his  legs  when  compared  to  an  equally  healthy  and  muscular 
white  man.  He  does  not  walk  flat  on  his  feet  but  on  the  outer 
sides,  in  consequence  of  the  sole  of  the  foot  having  a  direction 
inwards,  from  the  legs  and  thighs  being  arched  outwards  and 
the  knees  bent.  The  verb,  from  which  his  Hebrew  name  is 
derived,  points  out  this  flexed  position  of  the  knees,  and  also 
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clearly  expresses  the  servile  type  of  his  mind.  Ham,  the  father 
of  Canaan,  when  translated  into  plain  English,  reads  that  a 
black  man  was  the  &ther  of 'the  slave  or  knee-bending  species  of 
mankind. 

The  blackness  of  the  prognathous  race,  known  in  the  world's 
history  as  Canaanites,  Cushites,  Ethiopians,  black  men  or  negroes, 
is  not  confined  to  the  skin,  bnt  pervades,  in  a  greater  or  less  de- 
gree, the  whole  inward  man  down  to  the  bones  themselves,  giving 
the  flesh  and  the  blood,  the  membranes  and  every  organ  and  part 
of  the  body,  except  the  bones,  a  darker  hue  than  in  the  white 
race.  Who  knows  but  what  Oanaan^s  mother  may  have  been  a 
genuine  Cushite,  as  black  inside  as  out,  and  that  Gush,  which 
means  blackness,  was  the  mark  put  upon  Cain  ?  Whatever  may 
have  been  the  mark  set  upon  Cain,  the  negro,  in  all  ages  of  the 
world,  has  carried  with  him  a  mark  equally  efficient  in  preventing 
him  from  being  slain — the  mark  of  blackness.  The  wild  Arabs 
and  hostile  American  Indians  invariably  catch  the  black  wanderer 
and  make  a  slave  of  him  instead  of  killing  him,  as  they  do  the 
white  man. 

Nich.  Pechlin,  in  a  work  written  last  century  entitled  "  De  cute 
Athiopum,"  Albinus,  in  another  work,  entitled  "  De  sede  et  causa 
colons  Athiop,"  as  also  the  great  German  anatomists,  Meincrs, 
Ebel,  and  Soemmering,  all  bear  witness  to  the  fact  that  the  muscles, 
blood,  membranes,  and  all  the  internal  organs  of  the  body,  (the 
bones  alone  excepted,)  are  of  a  darker  hue  in  the  negro  than  in 
the  white  man.  They  estimate  the  difference  in  color  to  be  equal 
to  that  which  exists  between  the  hare  and  the  rabbit.  Who  ever 
doubts  the  fact,  or  has  none  of  those  old  and  impartial  authorities 
at  hand — impartial  because  they  were  written  before  England 
adopted  the  policy  of  pressing  religion  and  science  in  her  service 
to  place  white  American  republican  freemen  and  Guinea  negroes 
upon  the  same  platform — has  only  to  look  into  the  mouth  of  the 
first  healthy  typical  negro  he  meets  to  be  convinced  of  the  truth, 
that  the  entire  membraneous  lining  of  the  inside  of  the  cheeks, 
lips  and  gums  is  of  a  much  darker  color  than  in  the  white  man. 

The  negro,  however,  must  be  healthy  and  in  good  condition — 
sickness,  hard  usage  and  chronic  ailments,  particularly  that 
cachexia,  improperly  called  consumption,  speedily  exti'acts  the 
coloring  matter  out  of  the  mucous  membranes,  leaving  them  paler 
and  whiter  than  in  the  Caucasian.    The  bleaching  process  of  bad 
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health  or  degeneration  begins  in  the  blood,  membranea  and 
mnscles,  and  finally  extracts  so  much  of  the  coloring  pigment 
ont  of  the  skin,  as  to  give  it  a  dull  'ashy  appearance,  sometimes 
extracting  the  whole  of  it,  converting  the  negro  into  the  albino. 
Albinoism  or  cucosis  does  not  necessarily  imply  hybridism.  It 
occure  among  the  pure  Africans  from  any  cause  producing  a  de- 
generation of  the  species.  Hybridism,  however,  is  the  most 
prolific  source  of  that  degeneration.  Sometimes  the  degeneration 
shows  itself  by  white  spots,  like  the  petals  of  flowers,  covering 
diflerent  parts  of  the  skin.  The  Mexicans  are  subject  to  a  similar 
degeneration,  only  that  the  spots  and  stripes  are  black  instead  of 
white.  It  is  called  the  pinto  with  them.  Even  the  pigment  of 
the  iris  and  the  coloring  matter  of  the  albino's  hair  is  absorbed, 
giving  it  a  silvqry  white  appearance,  and  converting  him  into  a 
clairvoyant  at  night.  According  to  Professors  Brown,  Seidy  and 
Gibbs,  the  negro's  hair  is  not  tubular,  like  the  white  man's,  but 
it  is  eccentrically  elliptical,  with  flattened  edges,  the  coloring 
matter  residing  in  the  epidermis,  and  not  in  tubes.  In  the 
place  of  a  tube,  the  shaft  of  each  hair  is  surrounded  with  a 
scaly  covering  like  sheep's  wool,  and,  like  wool,  is  capable  of 
being  felted.  True  hair  does  not  possess  that  property.  The 
degeneration  called  albinoism  has  a  remarkable  influence  upon 
the  hair,  destroying  its  coarse,  nappy,  wooly  appearance,  and 
converting  it  into  fine,  long,  soft,  silky,  curly  threads.  Often, 
the  whole  external  skin,  so  remarkably  void  of  hair  in  the 
healthy  negro^  becomes  covered  with  a  very  fine,  silky  down, 
scarcely  perceptible  to  the  naked  eye,  when  transformed  into  the 
albino. 

Mr.  Bowen,  the  celebrated  Baptist  missionary,  [see  his  work 
entitled  Central  Afi*ica  and  Missionary  Labors  from  1849  to 
1856,  by  T.  J.  Bowen,  Charleston,  Southern  Baptist  Publication 
Society,  1857,]  met  with  a  great  many  cases  of  leucosis  in  Soudan 
or  Negroland,  back  of  Liberia,  and  erroneously  concluded  that 
these  people  had  very  little,  if  any  negro  blood  in  them,  and 
would  be  better  subjects  for  missionary  labors  than  the  blacks  of 
the  same  country.  They  are,  however,  nothing  but  white  black 
men,  a  degeneration  of  the  negro  proper,  and  are  even  less  ca- 
pable of  perpetuating  themselves  than  the  hybrids  or  mnlattoes. 
Mr.  Bowen  is  at  a  loss  to  account  for  the  depopulation,  which  he 
verifies  has  been  going  on  in  Soudan  the  last  fifty  years,  threaten- 


OF    ETHNOLOGY.  723 

ing  to  leave  the  country,  at  no  distant  time,  bare  of  inhabitants, 
unless  roads  be  constructed  by  the  Christians  of  the  Southern 
States  for  commercial  intercourse,  and  double  exertions  made  to 
civilize  and  Christianize  the  waning  population  of  Central  Africa 
before  it  entirely  disappears.  The  good  missionary,  though  sent 
out  from  Georgia,  was  evidently  taught  in  that  British  school 
which  assumes  that  there  is  only  a  single  species  in  the  genus 
homo,  in  opposition  to  the  Bible,  that  clearly  designates  three. 
That  school  quotes  the  references  in  the  sacred  volume,  implying 
unity  in  the  genus — a  unity  which  no  one  denies — to  disprove  the 
existence  of  distinct  species,  and  upon  this  fallacy  builds  the 
theory  tSat  negro,  Indian  and  white  men  are  beings  exactly  alike, 
because  they  are  human  beings.  Ergo^  the  liberty  so  beneficial  to 
the  white  man,  would  be  equally  so  to  the  negro— disregai'ding  as 
a  fable  those  words  of  the  Bible  expressly  declaring  that  the  latter 
shall  be  servant  of  servants  to  the  former — words  which  would 
not  have  been  there  if  that  kind  of  subordination  called  slavery 
was  not  the  normal  condition  of  the  race  of  Ham.  To  expect  to 
civilize  or  Christianize  the  negro  without  the  intervention  of 
slavery  is  to  expect  an  impossibility. 

Mr.  Bowen's  experience  and  natural  good  sense  occasionally 
got  the  better  of  his  theoretical  views.  Thus,  at  page  90,  we 
find  him  confessing  that  ^^  the  native  African  negroes  ought  to 
have  masters  in  obedience  to  the  demands  of  natural  justice.^' 
At  page  149  he  lets  us  into  the  secret  of  the  depopulating  process 
which  has  been  going  on  in  Central  Africa  the  last  fifty  years. 
While  standing  among  some  negroes  in  Ikata,  a  town  in  Central 
Africa,  a  capricious  mulatto  chief  sent  some  officera  among  the 
company,  who  singled  out  a  poor  fellow  who  had  ofiended  the 
chief  by  saying  that  as  he  let  a  white  man  into  town,  he  might 
let  in  a  Dahomey  man  also,  and  presented  him  with  an  empty 
bag  with  the  message :  '^The  king  says  you  must  send  me  your 
head^^  The  Rev.  missionary,  who  was  present  at  the  beheading, 
made  no  comment  further  than  to  state  the  fact.  But  he  might 
have  added  that  the  blood  of  that  negro,  and  millions  of  othei*s, 
will  be  required  at  the  hands  of  Victoria  Regina  and  the  United 
States  for  having  officiously  destroyed  the  value  of  negro  property 
in  Africa  by  breaking  up  the  only  trade  that  ever  protected  the 
native  Africans  against  the  butcheries,  cruelties  and  oppressions 
of  their  mulatto,  Moorish  and  Mahommedan  tyrants.    It  is  these 
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butcheries  and  crneltieB,  and  the  little  care  taken  of  the  black 
mau  in  Africa,  the  last  fifty  years,  since  he  became  valncless 
through  British  and  American  philanthropy,  that  lie  at  the  root 
of  the  depopulating  process  which  is  going  on  in  the  dark  land 
of  the  Niger.  Empty  bags  are  now  filled  with  heads  instead  of 
cowries.  Mr.  Bo  wen  was  surprised  to  see  so  few  black  men  in 
Soudan,  where,  half  a  century  ago,  he  says  they  were  so  numer- 
ous. But  he  rather  regards  it  as  a  fortunate  circumstance,  as  he 
has  no  hope  of  Christianizing  the  typical  negro,  except  through 
slavery  to  Christian  masters — and  that  idea  is  abhorrent  to  the 
school  in  which  he  was  taught ;  but  he  has  more  hope  from  the 
mixed  races,  and  these,  he  confesses,  can  not  be  effectually  Chris- 
tianized until  civilized.  He  deplores  the  bad  example  of  the  black 
race,  among  them,  their  polygamy,  etc.,  as  greatly  in  the  way  of 
civilizing  the  mulattoes.  But  he  has  overlooked  the  important 
&ct,  as  many  do,  that  the  existence  of  the  hybrids  themselves 
depends  upon  the  existence  of  the  typical  Africans.  The  extinc- 
tion of  the  latter  must,  of  necessity,  be  soon  followed  by  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  former,  as  they  can  not,  for  any  length  of  time, 
propagate  among  themselves. 

Mr.  Bowen  inferred  that  the  negroes  of  Central  Africa,  although 
diminishing  in  numbers,  are  rising  higher  in  the  scale  of  human- 
ity, from  the  very  small  circumstance  that  they  do  not  emit  from 
their  bodies  so  strong  and  so  offensive  an  odor  as  the  negro  slaves 
of  Georgia  and  the  Carolinas  do,  nor  are  their  skins  of  so  deep 
a  black.  This  is  a  good  illustration  of  the  important  truth,  that 
all  the  danger  of  the  slavery  question  lies  in  the  ignorance  of 
Scripture  and  the  natural  history  of  the  negro.  A  little  acquaint- 
ance with  the  negro's  natural  history  would  prove  to  Mr.  Bowen 
that  the  strong  odor  emitted  by  the  negro,  like  the  deep  pigment 
of  the  skin,  is  an  indication  of  high  health,  happiness,  and  good 
treatment,  while  its  deficiency  is  a  sure  sign  of  unhappiness,  dis- 
ease, bad  treatment,  or  degeneration.  The  skin  of  a  happy, 
healthy  negro  is  not  only  blacker  and  more  oily  than  an  unhappy, 
unhealthy  one,  but  emits  the  strongest  odor  when  the  body  is 
warmed  by  exercise  and  the  soul  is  filled  with  the  most  pleasur- 
able emotions.  In  the  dance  called  patting  jubevj  the  odor 
emitted  from  the  men,  intoxicated  with  pleasure,  is  often  so 
powerftil  as  to  throw  the  negro  women  into  paroxysms  of  uncon- 
Bcioiisness,  vulgo  hysterics.    On  another  point  of  much  import- 
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ance  there  is  no  practical  difference  between  the  Rev.  missionary 
and  that  clear-headed^  bold,  and  eccentric  old  Methodist,  Dr. 
McFarlane.  Both  beMre  that  the  Bible  can  do  ignorant,  sensual 
savages  no  good ;  both  believe  that  nothing  but  compulsatory 
power  can  restrain  uncivilized  barbarians  from  polygamy,  ine- 
briety, and  other  sinful  practices. 

The  good  missionary,  however,  believes  in  the  possibility  of 
civilizing  the  inferior  races  by  the  money  and  means  of  the 
Christian  nations  lavishly  bestowed,  after  which  he  thinks  it  will 
be  no  diflScult  matter  to  convert  them  to  Christianity..    Whereas 
the  venerable  Methodist  believes  in  the  impossibility  of  civilizing 
them,  and  therefore  concludes  that  the  Written  Word  was  not 
intended  fur  those  inferior  races  who  can  not  read  it.     When  the 
philosophy  of  the  prognathous  species  of  mankind  is  better  un- 
derstood, it  will  be  seen  how  they,  the  lowest  of  the  human 
species,  can  be  made  partakers,  equally  with  the  highest,  in  the 
blessings  and  benefits  of  the  Written  Word  of  God.    The  planta- 
tion laws  against  polygamy,  intoxicating  drinks,  and  other  beset- 
ting sins  of  the  negro  race  in  the  savage  state,*  are  gradually  and 
silently  converting  the  African  barbarian  into  a  moral,  rational, 
«and  civilized  being,  thereby  rendering  the  heart  a  fit  tabernacle 
for  the  reception  of  Gospel  truths.     The  prejudices  of  many, 
perhaps  the  majority  of  the  Southern  people,  against  educating 
the  negroes  they  hold  in  subjection,  arise  from  some  vague  and 
indefinite  fears  of  its  consequences,  suggested  by  the  abolition 
and  British  theorfes  built  on  the  false  assumption  that  the  negro 
is  a  white  man  with  a  black  skin.     K  such  an  assumption  had 
the  smallest  degree  of  truth  in  it,  the  more  profound  the  ignorance 
and  the  deeper  sunk  in  barbarism  the  slaves  were  kept,  the  better 
it  would  be  for  them  and  their  m&sters.     But  experience  proves 
that  masters  and  overseers  have  nothing  at  all  to  fear  from  civil- 
ized and  intelligent  negroes,  and  no  trouble  whatever  in  managing 
them — that  all  the  trouble,  insubordination  and  danger  arise  from 
the  uncivilized,  immoral,  rude,  and  grossly  ignorant  portion  of 
the  servile  race.     It  is  not  the  ignorant  semi-barbarian  that  the 
master  or  overseer  intrusts  with  his  keys,  his  money,  his  horae 
or  his  gun,  but  the  most  intelligent  of  the  plantation — one  whose 
intellect  and  morals  have  undergone  the  best  training.     An 
educated  negro,  one  whose  intellect  and  morals  have  been  culti- 
vated, is  worth  double  the  price  of  the  wild,  uncultivated,  black 
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barbarian  of  Cuba  and  will  do  twice  as  much  work,  do  it  better 
and  with  less  trouble. 

The  prejudice  against  educating  the  ne^Mes  may  also  be  traced 
to  the  neglect  of  American  divines  in  making  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  Hebrew  literature.  What  little  the  most  of  them 
know  of  the  meaning  of  the  untranslated  terms  occurring  in  the 
Bible,  and  the  signification  of  the  verbs  from  which  they  are 
derived,  is  mostly  gathered  from  British  commentators  and  glos 
sary -makers,  who  have  blinked  the  facts  that  disprove  the  Exeter 
Hall  dogma,  that  negro  slavery  is  sin  against  God.  Hence,  even 
in  the  South,  the  important  Biblical  truth,  that  the  white  man 
derives  his  authority  to  govern  the  negro  from  the  Great  Jehovah, 
is  seldom  proclaimed  from  the  pnlpit.  If  it  were  proclaimed,  the 
master  race  would  see  deeper  into  their  responsibilities,  and  look 
closer  into  the  duties  they  owe  to  the  people  whom  God  has  given 
them  as  an  inheritance,  and  their  children  after  them,  so  long 
as  time  shall  last.  That  man  has  no  faith  in  the  Scriptures  who 
believes  that  education  could  defeat  God's  purposes,  in  subjecting 
the  black  man  to  the  government  of  the  white.  On  the  contrary, 
experience  proves  its  advantages,  to  both  parties.  Aside  and 
apart  from  Scripture  authority,  natural  history  reveals  most  of 
the  same  facts,  in  regard  to  the  negro  that  the  Bible  does.  It 
proves  the  existence  of  at  least  three  distinct  species  of  the  genus 
man,  differing  in  their  instincts,  form,  habits  and  color.  The 
white  species  having  qualities  denied  to  the  black — one  with  a 
free  and  the  other  with  a  servile  mind — one  a  thinking  and 
reflective  being,  the  other  a  creature  of  feeling  and  imitation, 
almost  void  of  reflective  faculties,  and  consequently  unable  to 
provide  for  and  take  care  of  himself.  The  relation  of  master  and 
slave  would  naturally  spring,  up  between  two  such  different 
species  of  men,  even  if  there  was  no  Scripture  authority  to  sup- 
port it.  The  relation  thus  established,  being  natural,  would  be 
drawn  closer  together,  instead  of  severed,  by  the  inferior  imitat- 
ing the  superior  in  all  his  ways,  or  in  other  words,  acquiring  an 
education. 
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ON  THE  CAUCASIANS  AND  THE  AFRICANS. 


Several  years  ago  we  pablished  some  original  aDd'ingeDioas  views  of  Dr. 
Cartwright,  of  New  Orleans,  upon  the  subject  of  negroes  and  their  character- 
istics. The  matter  is  more  elaborately  treated  by  him  in  the  following  paper : 
— De  Bow3  Beview. 

The  Nilotic  monnments  famish  nnmerons  portraits  of  the  negro 
races,  represented  as  slaves,  sixteen  hundred  years  before  the 
Christian  era.  Although  repeatedly  drawn  from  their  native 
barbarism  and  carried  among  civilized  nations,  they  soon  forget 
what  they  learn  and  relapse  into  barbarism.  If  the  inherent 
potency  of  the  prognathous  type  of  mankind  had  been  greater 
than  it  actually  is,  sufficiently  great  to  give  it  the  independence 
of  character  that  the  American  Indian  possesses,  the  world  would 
have  been  in  a  great  measure  deprived  of  cotton  and  sugar.  The 
red  man  is  unavailable  as  a  laborer  in  the  cane  or  cotton  field,  or 
any  where  else,  owing  to  the  unalterable  ethnical  laws  of  his  char- 
acter. The  white  man  can  not  endure  toil  under  the  burning  sun 
of  the  cane  and  cotton  field,  and  live  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  his 
labor.  The  African  will  starve  rather  than  engage  in  a  regular 
system  of  agricultural  labor,  unless  impelled  by  the  stronger  will 
of  the  white  man.  When  thus  impelled,  experience  proves  that 
he  is  much  happier,  during  the  hours  of  labor  in  the  sunny  fields, 
than  when  dozing  in  his  native  woods  and  jungles.  He  is  also 
eminently  qualified  for  a  number  of  employments,  which  the 
instincts  of  the  white  man  regard  as  degrading.  If  the  white 
man  be  forced  by  necessity  into  employments  abhorrent  to  his 
instincts,  it  tends  to  weaken  or  destroy  that  sentiment  or  principle 
of  honor  or  duty,  which  is  the  mainspring  of  heroic  actions,  from 
the  beginning  of  historical  times  to  the  present,  and  is  the  basis 
of  every  thing  great  and  noble  in  all  grades  of  white  society. 

The  importance  of  having  these  particular  employments,  re- 
garded as  servile  and  degrading  by  the  white  man,  attended  to  by 
the  black  race,  whose  instincts  are  not  repugnant  to  them,  will  be 
at  once  apparent  to  all  those  who  deem  the  sentiment  of  honor  or 
duty  as  worth  cultivating  in  the  human  breast.  It  is  utterly  un- 
known to  the  prognathous  race  of  mankind,  and  has  no  place  in 
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their  language.  When  the  language  is  given  to  them  they  can 
not  comprehend  its  meaning,  or  form  a  conception  of  what  is 
meant  by  it.  Every  white  man,  who  has  not  been  degraded,  had 
rather  be  engaged  in  the  most  laborious  employments,  than  to 
serve  as  a  lacquey  or  body  servant  to  another  white  man  or  being 
like  himself.  Whireas,  there  is  no  oflSce  which  the  negro  or 
mulatto  covets  more  than  that  of  being  a  body  servant  to  a  real 
gentleman.  There  is  no  office  which  gives  him  such  a  high 
opinion  of  himself,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  him  to  attach 
the  idea  of  degradation  to  it.  Those  identical  offices  which  the 
white  man  instinctively  abhors,  are  the  most  greedily  sought  for 
by  negroes  and  mulattoes,  whether  slave  or  free,  in  preference  to 
all  other  employments.  North  or  South,  free  or  slave,  they  are 
ever  at  the  elbow,  behind  the  table,  in  hotels  and  steamboats; 
ever  ready,  with  brush  in  hand,  to  brush  the  coat  or  black  the 
shoes,  or  to  perform  any  menial  service  which  may  be  required, 
and  to  hold  out  the  open  palm  for  the  dime.  The  innate  love  to 
act  as  body  servant  or  lacquey  is  too  strongly  developed  in  the 
negro  race  to  be  concealed.  It  admirably  qualifies  them  for  wait- 
ers and  house  servants,  as  their  strong  muscles,  hardy  frames, 
and  the  positive  pleasure  that  labor  in  a  hot  sun  confers  on  them, 
abundantly  qualify  them  for  agricultural  employment  in  a  hot 
climate. 

Hence,  the  primordial  cell  germ  of  the  Nigritians  has  no  more 
potency  than  what  is  sufficient  to  form  a  being  with  physical 
power,  when  its  dynamism  becomes  exhausted,  dropping  the 
creature  in  the  wilderness  with  the  mental  organization  too  im- 
perfect to  enable  him  to  extricate  himself  from  barbarism.  If 
Nature  had  intended  the  prognathous  race  for  barbarism  as  the 
end  and  object  of  their  creation,  they  would  have  been  like  lions 
and  tigers,  fierce  and  untamable.  So  far  from  being  like  ferocious 
beasts',  they  are  endowed  with  a  will  so  weak,  passions  so  easily 
subdued,  and  dispositions  so  gentle  and  affectionate,  as  readily  to 
fall  under  subjection  to  the  wild  Arab,  or  any  other  race  of  men. 
Hence  they  are  led  about  in  gangs  of  an  hundred  or  more  by  a 
single  individual,  even  by  an  old  man,  or  a  cripple,  if  he  be  of 
the  white  race  and  possessed  of  a  strong  will.  The  Nigritian 
has  such  little  command  over  his  own  muscles,  from  the  weak- 
ness of  his  will,  as  almost  to  starve,  when  a  little  exertion  and 
forethought  would  procure  him  an  abundance.     Although  he  has 
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exaggerated  appetites  and  exaggerated  senses,  calling  loudly  for 
their  gratification,  his  will  is  too  weak  to  command  his  masclee 
to  engage  in  such  kinds  of  labor  as  would  readily  procure  the 
fruits  to  gratify  them.  Like  an  animal  in  a  state  of  hibernation, 
waiting  for  the  external  aid  of  spring  to  warm  it  into  life  and 
power,  so  does  the  negro  continue  to  doze  out  a  vegeto- 
animal  existence  in  the  wilderness,  unable  to  extricate  himself 
therefrom — ^his  own  will  being  too  feeble  to  call  forth  the  requisite 
muscular  exertion.  His  muscles  not  being  exercised,  the  respi- 
ration is  imperfect,  and  the  blood  is  imperfectly  vitalized.  Tor- 
pidity of  body  and  hebetude  of  mind  are  the  effects  thereof,  which 
disappear  under  bodily  labor,  because  that  expands  the  lungs, 
vitalizes  the  blood,  and  wakes  him  up  to  a  sense  of  pleasure  and 
happiness  unknown  to  him  in  the  vegeto-animal  or  hibernating 
state.  Nothing  but  will  is  wanting  to  transform  the  torpid,  un- 
happy tenant  of  the  wilderness  into  a  rational  and  happy  thing — 
the  happiest  being  on  earth,  as  far  as  sensual  pleasures  are  con- 
cerned. 

The  white  man  has  an  exaggerated  will,  more  than  he  has  use 
for;  because  it  frequently  drives  his  own  mribcles  beyond  their 
physical  capacity  of  endurance.  The  will  is  not  a  faculty  con- 
fined within  the  periphery  of  the  body.  It  can  not,  like  the 
imagination,  travel  to  immeasurable  distances  from  the  body, 
and  in  an  instant  of  time  go  and  return  from  Aldabran,  or  be- 
yond the  boundaries  of  the  solar  system.  Its  flight  is  confined  to 
the  world  and  to  limits  more  or  less  restricted — ^the  less  restricted 
in  some  than  in  others.  The  will  has  two  powers — direct  and 
indirect.  It  is  the  direct  motive  power  of  the  muscular  system. 
It  indirectly  exerts  a  dynamic  force  upon  surrounding  objects 
when  associated  with  knowledge.  It  gives  to  knowledge  its 
power.  Every  thing  that  is  made  was  made  by  the  Infinite  Will 
associated  with  infinite  knowledge.  The  will  of  man  is  but  a 
spark  of  the  Infinite  Will,  and  its  power  is  only  circumscribed  by 
his  knowledge.  A  man  possessing  a  knowledge  of  the  negro 
character  can  govern  an  hundred,  a  thousand,  or  ten  thousand  of 
the  prognathous  race  by  his  will  alone,  easier  than  one  ignorant 
of  that  character  can  govern  a  single  individual  of  that  race  by 
the  whip  or  a  club.  However  disinclined  to  labor  the  negroes 
may  be,  they  can  not  help  themselves ;  they  are  obliged  to  move 
and  to  exercise  their  muscles  when  the  white  man,  acquainted  with 
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their  character,  wills  that  they  shoald  do  bo.  They  can  not  resist 
that  will,  80  far  as  labor  of  body  is  concerned.  If  they  resist,  it 
is  from  some  other  cause  than  that  connected  with  their  daily 
labor.  They  have  an  instinctive  feeling  of  obedience  to  the 
stronger  will  of  the  white  man,  requiring  nothing  more  than 
moderate  labor.  So  &r,  their  instincts  compel  obedience  to  will 
as  one  of  his  rights.  Beyond  that,  they  will  resist  his  will  and 
be  refractory,  if  he  encroaches  on  what  they  regard  as  their  rights, 
viz:  the  right  to  hold  property  in  him  as  he  does  in  them,  and  to 
disburse  that  property  to  them  in  the  shape  of  meat,  bread  and 
vegetables,  clothing,  fuel  and  house-room,  and  attention  to  their 
comforts  when  sick,  old,  infirm,  and  unable  to  labor;  to  hold 
property  in  him  as  a  conservator  of  the  peace  among  themselves, 
and  a  protector  against  trespassers  from  abroad,  whether  black  or 
white ;  to  hold  property  in  him  as  impartial  judge  and  an  honest 
jury  to  try  them  for  offenses,  and  a  merciful  executioner  to  punish 
them  for  violations  of  the  usages  of  the  plantation  or  locality. 

With  those  rights  acceded  to  them,  no  other  compulsion  is 
necessary  to  make  them  perform  their  daily  tasks  than  his  will 
he  done.  It  is  not  the  whip,  as  many  suppose,  which  calls  forth 
those  muscular  exertions,  the  result  of  which  is  sugar,  cotton, 
Vreadstuffs,  rice,  and  tobacco.  These  are  products  of  the  white 
man's  will,  acting  through  the  muscles  of  the  prognathous  race  in 
our  Southern  States.  K  that  will  were  withdrawn,  and  the  plan- 
tations hauded  over  as  a  gracious  gift  to  the  laborlers,  agricultural 
labor  would  cease  for  the  want  of  that  spiritual  power  called  the 
will,  to  move  those  machines — the  muscles.  They  would  cease 
to  move  here,  as  they  have  in  ELayti.  If  the  prognathous  race 
were  expelled  the  land,  and  their  place  supplied  with  double  their 
number  of  white  men,  agricultural  labor  in  the  South  would  also 
cease,  as  far  as  sugar  and  cotton  are  concerned,  for  the  want  of 
muscles  that  could  endure  exercise  in  the  smothering  heat  of  a  cane 
or  cotton  field.  Half  the  white  laborers  of  Illinois  are  prostrtited 
with  fevers  from  a  few  days'  work  in  stripping  blades  in  a  North- 
ern corn  field,  owiug  to  the  confinement  of  the  air  by  the  close 
proximity  of  the  plants.  Cane  and  cotton  plants  form  a  denser 
foliage  than  corn — a  thick  jungle,  where  the  white  man  pants  for 
breath,  and  is  overpowered  by  the  heat  of  the  sun  at  oue  time  of 
day,  and  chilled  by  the  dews  and  moisture  of  the  plants  at  another. 
Negroes  glory  in  a  close,  hot  atmosphere ;  they  instinctively  cover 
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their  head  and  faces  with  a  blanket  at  night,  and  prefer  laying 
with  their  heads  to  the  fire,  instead  of  their  feet.  This  ethnical 
peculiarity  is  in  harmony  with  their  efficiency  as  laborers  in  hot, 
damp,  close,  suffocating  atmosphere — where  instead  of  suffering 
and  dying,  as  the  white  man  would,  they  are  healthier,  happier, 
and  more  prolific  than  in  their  native  Afirica — ^producing,  under 
the  white  man's  will,  a  great  variety  of  agricultural  products, 
besides  upward  of  three  millions  of  bales  of  cotton,  and  three 
hundred  thousand  hogsheads  of  sugar.  Thus  proving  that  sub- 
jection to  his  will  is  normal  to  them,  because,  under  the  influence 
of  his  will,  they  enjoy  life  more  than  in  any  other  condition, 
rapidly  increase  in  numbers,  and  steadily  rise  in  the  scale  of 
humanity. 

The  power  of  a  stronger  will  over  a  weaker,  or  the  power  of 
one  living  creature  to  act  on  and  influenco  another,  is  an  ordi- 
nance of  nature,  which  has  its  parallel  in  the  inorganic  kingdom, 
where  ponderous  bodies,  widely  separated  in  space,  influence  one 
another  so  much  as  to  keep  up  a  constant  interplay  of  action 
and  reaction  throughout  nature^s  vast  realms.  The  same  ordi- 
nance which  keeps  the  spheres  in  their  orbits  and  holds  the  satel- 
lites in  subordination  to  the  planets,  is  the  ordinance  that  subjects 
the  negro  race  to  the  empire  of  the  white  man's  will.  From  that 
ordinance  the  snake  derives  its  power  to  charm  the  bird,  and  the 
magician  his  power  to  amuse  the  curious,  to  astonish  the  vulgar, 
and  to  confound  the  wisdom  of  the  wise.  IJQder  that  ordinance, 
our  four  millions  of  negroes  are  as  unalterably  bound  to  obey  the 
white  man's  will,  as  the  four  satellites  of  Jupiter  the  superior 
magnetism  of  that  planet.  If  individual  masters,  by  releasing 
individual  negroes  from  the  power  of  their  will,  can  not  make 
them  free  or  release  them  from  subordination  to  the  instinctive 
public  sentiment  or  will  of  the  aggregate  white  population,  which 
as  rigidly  excludes  them,  in  the  so-called  fi^e  States,  from  the 
drawing  room  and  parlor  as  it  does  pots  and  kettles  and  other 
kinds,  of  kitchen  ftirniture.  The  subjugation  of  equals  by  artifice 
or  force  is  tyrrany  or  slavery ;  but  there  is  no  such  thing  in  the 
United  States,  because  equals  are  on  a  perfect  equality  here.  The 
subordination  of  the  Nigritian  to  the  Caucasian  would  never 
have  been  imagined  to  be  a  condition  similar  to  European  slavery, 
if  any  regard  had  been  paid  to  ethnology.    Subordination  of  .the 

inferior  race  to  the  superior  is  a  normal,  and  not  a  forced  con- 
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dition.  Chains  and  standing  armies  are  the  implements  used  to 
force  the  obedience  of  equals  to  equals — of  one  white  man  to 
another.  Whereas,  the  obedience  of  the  Nigritian  to  the  Cau- 
casian is  spontaneous  because  it  is  normal  for  the  weaker  will  to 
yield  obedience  to  the  stronger.  Tlie  ordinance  which  subjects 
the  negro  to  the  empire  of  the  white  man's  will,  was  plainly 
written  on  the  heavens  during  our  Revolutionary  war.  It  was 
then  that  the  power  of  the  united  will  of  the  American  people 
rose  to  its  highest  degree  of  intensity. 

Every  colony  was  a  slaveholding  colony  excepting  one ;  yet  the 
people,  particularly  that  portion  of  them  residing  in  districts 
where  the  black  population  was  greatest,  hastened  to  meet*  in  the 
battle-field  the  powerful  British  armies  in  fi-ont  of  them,  and  the 
interminable  hosts  of  Indian  warriors  in  the  wilderness  behind  * 
them,  leaving  their  wives  and  children,  their  old  men  and  crip- 
ples, for  seven  long  years,  to  their  negroes  to  take  care  of.  Did 
the  slaves,  many  of  whom  were  savages  recently  imported  from 
Africa,  butcher  them,  as  white  or  Indian  slaves  surely  would  have 
done,  and  fly  to  the  enemy's  standard  for  the  liberty,  land,  money, 
rum,  savage  luxuries  and  ample  protection  so  abundantly  prom- 
ised and  secured  to  all  who  would  desert  their  master's  families! 
History  answers  that  not  one  in  a  thousand  joined  their  masters' 
enemies ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  they  continued  quietly  their  daily 
labors,  even  in  those  districts  where  they  outnumbered  the 
white  population  ten  to  one.  They  not  only  produced  suflScient 
breadstufis  to  supply  the  families  of  their  masters,  but  a  surplus 
of  flour,  pork,  and  beef  was  sent  up  from  the  slaveholding  dis- 
tricts of  Virginia  to  Washington's  starving  army  in  Pennsyl- 
vania. [See  Botta's  History.]  These  agricultural  products  were 
created  by  savages,  naturally  so  indolent  in  their  native  Africa, 
as  to  prefer  to  live  on  ant  eggs  and  caterpillars  rather  than  labor 
for  a  subsistence ;  but  for  years  in  succession  they  continued  to 
labor  in  the  midst  of  their  masters'  enemies — dropping  their  hoes 
when  they  saw  the  red  coats,  running  to  tell  their  mistress,  and 
to  conduct  her  and  the  children  through  by-paths  to  avoid  the 
British  troopers,  and  when  the  enemy  were  out  of  sight  returning 
to  their  work  again.  The  sole  cause  of  their  industry  and  fidelity 
is  due  to  the  spiritual  influence  of  the  white  race  over  the  black. 

The  empire  of  the  white  man's  will  over  the  prognathous  race 
is  not  absolute,  however.     It  can  not  force  exercise  beyond  s 
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certlEin  speed;  neither  the  will  nor  physical  force  can  drive 
n^roes,  for  a  number  of  days  in  succession,  beyond  a  very 
moderate  daily  labor — about  one-third  less  than  the  white  man 
Tolontarily  imposes  on  himself.  If  force  be  used  to  make 
them  do  more,  they  invariably  do  less  and  less,  until  they  fall 
into  a  state  of  impassivity,  in  which  they  are  more  plague  than 
profit — worthless  as  laborers,  insensible  and  indifferent  to  punish- 
ment, or  even  to  life ;  or,  in  other  words,  they  fall  into  the  disease 
which  I  have  named  Dysesthesia  Ethiopica,  characterized  by  heb- 
etude of  mind  and  insensibility  of  body,  caused  by  over  working 
and  bad  treatment.  Some  knowledge  of  the  ethnology  of  the 
prognathous  race  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the  prevention  and 
cure  of  this  malady  in  all  its  various  forms  and  stages.  Dirt 
eating,  or  Cachexia  Africana,  is  another  disease,  like  Dysesthcesia 
Ethiopica,  growing  out  of  ethnical  elements  peculiar  to  the  prog- 
nathous race.  The  ethnical  elements  assimilating  the  negro  to 
the  mule,  although  giving  rise  to  the  last  named  disease,  are 
of  vast  importance  to  the  prognathous  race,  because  they  guar- 
antee to  that  race  an  ample  protection  against  the  abuses  of  arbi- 
trary power.  A  white  man,  like  a  blooded  horse,  can  be  workeil 
to  death.  Not  so  the  negro,  whoso  ethnical  elements,  like  the 
mule,  restricts  the  limits  of  arbitrary  power  over  him. 

Among  the  four  millions  of  the  prognathous  race  in  the  United 
States,  it  will  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  find  a  single  indi- 
vidual negro,  whom  the  white  man,  armed  with  arbitrary  power, 
has  ever  been  able  to  make  hurt  himself  at  work.  It  is  beyond 
the  power  of  the  white  man  to  drive  the  negro  into  this  long  con- 
tinued and  excessive  muscular  exertions  such  as  the  white  laborers 
of  Europe  often  impose  upon  themselves  to  satisfy  a  greedy  boss, 
under  fear  of  losing  their  places,  and  thereby  starving  themselves 
and  families.  Throughout  England,  nothing  is  more  common 
than  decrepitude,  premature  old  age,  and  a  frightful  list  of  dis- 
eases, caused  by  long  continued  and  excessive  muscular  exertion. 
Whereas,  all  America  can  scarcely  furnish  an  example  of  the 
kind  among  the  prognathous  race.  Tlie  white  men  of  America 
have  performed  many  prodigies,  but  they  have  never  yet  been 
able  to  make  a  negro  overwork  himself. 

There  are  other  elements  peculiar  to  the  Nigritian,  on  which 
the  disease,  called  negro  consumption,  or  Cachexia  Africana, 
depends.     But  these  belong  to  that  class  which  subject  the  negro 
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to  the  white  man's  spiritual  empire  over  him.  When*  that 
spiritual  empire  is  not  maintained  in  all  its  entirety,  or  in  other 
words,  when  the  negro  is  badly  governed,  he  is  apt  to  fall  under 
the  spiritual  influence  of  the  artful  and  designing  of  his  own 
color,  and  Cachexia  Africana,  or  consumption,  is  the  consequence. 
Better  throw  medicine  to  the  dogs,  than  give  it  to  a  negro  patient 
impressed  with  the  belief  that  he  has  walked  over  poison  specially 
laid  for  him,  or  been  in  some  other  way  tricked  or  conjured.  He 
will  surely  die,  unless  treated  in  accordance  with  his  ethnological 
peculiarities,  and  the  hallucination  expelled. 

There  never  has  been  an  insurrection  of  the  prognathous  race 
agrainst  their  masters :  and  from  the  nature  of  the  ethnical  ele- 
ments  of  ttiat  race,  there  never  can  be.  Hayti  is  no  exception,  it 
will  be  seen,  when  the  true  history  of  the  so-called  insurrection 
of  that  island  is  written.  There  have  been  neighborhood  dis- 
turbances and  bloodshed,  caused  by  fanaticism,  and  by  mischiev- 
ous white  men  getting  among  them  and  infusing  their  will  into 
them,  or  mesmerizing  them.  But,  fortunately,  there  is  an  ethno- 
logical law  of  their  nature  which  estops  the  evil  influence  of  such 
characters  by  limiting  their  influence  strictly  to  personal  acquaint- 
ances. The  prognathous  tribes  in  every  place  and  country  are 
jealous  and  suspicious  of  all  strangers,  black  or  white,  and  have 
ever  been  so. 

Prior  to  the  emancipation  act  in  the  British  West  Indies,  the 
famous  Exeter  HallJunto  sent  out  a  number  of  emissaries  of  the 
East  India  Company  to  Jamaica,  in  the  garb  of  missionaries. 
After  remaining  a  year  or  two  in  the  assumed  character  of  Chris- 
tian ministers,  they  began  to  preach  insurrectionary  doctrines, 
and  caused  a  number  of  so-called  insurrections  to  break  oat 
simultaneously  in  diflerent  parts  of  the  island.  The  insui^nts 
in  every  neighborhood  were  confined  to  the  personal  acquaint- 
ances of  the  Exeter  Hall  miscreants,  who  succeeded  in  infusing 
their  will  only  into  those  who  had  listened  to  their  incendiary 
harangues.  This  was  proved  upon  them  by  the  genuine  mission- 
aries, who  had  long  been. on  the  island,  and  had  gathered  into 
their  various  churches  a  vast  number  of  converts.  For,  in  no 
instance,  did  a  single  convert,  or  any  other  negro,  join  in  the 
numerous  insurrectionary  movements  who  had  not  been  person- 
ally addressed  by  the  wolves  in  sheep's  clothing.  The  Christiao 
missionaries,  particularly  the  Methodists,  Baptist,  Moravians,  and 
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Catholics,  were  very  exact  in  collecting  the  evidence  of  this  most 
important  ethnological  truth,  in  consequence  of  some  of  the 
planters,  at  the  first  outbreak,  having  confounded  them  with  the 
Exeter  Hall  incendiaries. 

The  planters  finally  left  the  Christian  missionaries  and  their 
flocks  undisturbed,  but  proceeded  to  expel  the  false  missionaries, 
to  hang  their  converts,  and  to  burn  down  their  chapels.  The 
event  proved  that  they  were  wrong  in  not  hanging  the  white 
incendiaries ;  because  they  went  home  to  England,  preached  a 
crusade — ^traveling  all  over  the  United  Kingdom — proclaiming, 
as  they  went,  that  they  had  left  God's  houses  in  flames  throughout 
Jamaica,  and  God's  people  hanging  like  dogs  from  th^  trees  in 
that  sinful  island.  This  so  inflamed  public  sentiment  in  Great 
Britain  against  the  planters,  as  to  unite  all  parties  in  loud  calls 
for  the  immediate  passage  of  the  emancipation  act.  There  is 
good  reason  to  believe  that  the  English  ministry,  in  view  of  the 
probable  eflect  of  that  measure  on  the  United  States,  and  the 
encouragement  it  would  afford  to  the  culture  of  sugar  and  other 
tropical  products  in  the  East  Indies  and  Mauritius,  had  previously 
determined  to  make  negro  freedom  a  leading  measure  in  British 
policy,  well  knowing  that  its  effect  would  be  to  Africanize  the 
sugar  and  cotton  growing  regions  of  America.  The  ethnology 
of  the  prognathous  race  does  not  stop  at  proving  that  subordi- 
nation to  the  white  race  is  its  normal  condition.  It  goes  further, 
and  proves  that  social  and  political  equality  is  abnormal  to  it, 
whether  educated  or  not.  Neither  negroes  nor  mulattoes  know 
how  to  use  power  when  given  to  them.  They  always  use  it 
capriciously  and  tyrannically.  Tschudi,  a  Swiss  naturalist,  [see 
Tschudi's  Travels  in  Peru,  London,  1848,]  says,  "that  in  Lima 
and  Peru  generally,  the  free  negroes  are  a  plague  to  society. 
Dishonesty  seems  to  be  a  part  of  their  very  nature.  Free  born 
negroes,  admitted  into  the  houses  of  wealthy  families,  and  have 
received,  in  early  life,  a  good  education,  and  treated  with  kindness 
and  liberaliiy,  do  not  differ  from  their  uneducated  brother." 

Tschudi  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  dishonesty  is  too  deeply 
rooted  in  the  negro  character  to  be  removed.  They  are  dishonest 
when  in  the  abnormal  condition  without  a  master.  They  are  also 
dishonest  when  in  a  state  of  subordination,  called  slavery,  badly 
provided  for  and  not  properly  disciplined  and  governed.  But 
when  properly  disciplined,  instructed,  and  governed,  and  their 
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animal  wants  provided  for,  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  a  more 
honest,  faithful,  and  trustworthy  people  than  they  are.  When 
made  contented  and  happy,  as  they  always  should  be,  they  reflect 
their  master  in  their  thoughts,  morals,  and  religion,  or  at  least 
they  are  desirous  of  being  like  him.  They  imitate  him  in  every 
thing,  as  far  as  their  imitative  faculties,  which  are  very  strong, 
will  carry  them.  They  take  a  pride  in  his  wealth,  or  in  any  thing 
which  distinguishes  him,  as  if  they  formed  a  part  of  himself,  as 
they  really  do,  being  under  the  influence  of  his  will,  and  in  some 
measure  assimilated,  in  their  spiritual  nature,  to  him — ^loving  him 
with  all  the  warm  and  devoted  afiection  which  children  manifest 
to  their  parents.  He  is  sure  of  their  love  and  friendship,  although 
all  the  world  may  forsake  him.  But  to  create  and  maintain  this 
happy  relation,  he  must  govern  them  with  strict  reference  to  their 
ethnological  peculiarities.  He  must  treat  them  as  inferiors,  not 
as  equals,  as  they  are  not  satisfied  with  equality,  and  will  despise 
a  master  who  attempts  to  raise  any  one  or  more  of  them  to  an 
equality  with  himself;  because  they  become  jealous  and  sus- 
picious that  their  master's  favorites  will  exercise  a  sinister  influ- 
ence over  him  against  them. 

Impartiality  of  treatment  in  every  particular,  down  to  a  bat  or 
pair  of  shoes,  is  what  they  all  regard  as  one  of  their  dearest 
rights.    Hence,  any  special  favors  or  gifts  to  one,  is  an  ofiense 
to  all  the  rest.    They  also  regard  as  a  right,  when  punished,  not 
to  be  punished  in  anger,  but  with  cool  deliberation.     They  will 
run  from  an  angry  or  enraged  master  or  overseer,  armed  with  a 
gun  or  a  pistol.    They  regard  all  overseers  who  come  into  the 
field  armed  with  deadly  weapons  as  cowards,  and  all  cowards 
have  great  difficulty  in  governing  them.    It  is  not  physical  force 
which  keeps  them  in  subjection,  but  the  spiritual  force  of  the  white 
man's  will.    One  unarmed  brave  man  can  manage  a  thousand  by 
the  moral  force  of  his  will  alone,  much  better  than  an  hundred 
cowards  with  guns  in  their  hands.    They  also  require  as  a  right 
when  punished,  to  be  punished  with  a  switch  or  a  whip,  and  not 
with  a  stick  or  the  fist.    In  this  particular  the  ethnical  law  of 
their  nature  is  difierent  from  all  other  races  of  men.    It  is  exactly 
the  reverse  of  that  of  the  American  Indian.    The  Indian  will 
murder  any  man  who  strikes  him  with  a  switch,  a  cowhide,  or  a 
whip,  twenty  years  afterward,  if  he  gets  an  opportonity;  bot 
readily  forgets  blows,  however  severe,  inflicted  on  him  widi  the 
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fist,  a  cudgel,  or  a  tomahawk.  A  remarkable  ethnological  pecoli- 
aritj  of  the  prognathous  race  is,  that  any  deserved  punishment, 
inflicted  on  them  with  a  switch,  cowhide,  or  whip,  puts  them  into 
good  humor  with  themselves  and  the  executioner  of  the  punish- 
ment, provided  he  manifest  satisfaction  by  regarding  the  offense 
as  atoned  for. 

The  n^ro  requires  government  in  every  thing,  the  most  minute. 
The  Indian,  on  the  contrary,  submits  to  government  in  nothing 
whatever.  Mr.  Jefferson  was  the  first  to  notice  this  ethnical  law 
of  the  red  man.  [See  his  letter  to  Gilmer,  June  7,  1816,  vol.  iv, 
page  279,  Jefferson's  Correspondence.]  "  Every  man  with  them," 
(the  Indians,)  says  Mr.  Jefferson,  ^^is  perfectly  free  to  follow  his 
own  inclinations  ;  but  if,  in  doing  this,  he  violates  the  rights  of 
another,  he  is  punished  by  the  disesteem  of  society  or  toma- 
hawked. Their  leaders  conduct  them  by  the  influence  of  their 
characters  only ;  and  they  follow  or  not,  as  they  please,  him  of 
whose  character,  for  wisdom  or  war,  they  have  the  highest  opinion, 
but,  of  all  things,  they  least  think  of  subjecting  themselves  to  the 
will  of  one  man."  Whereas  the  black  man  requires  government 
even  in  his  meat  and  drink,  his  clothing,  and  hours  of  repose. 
Unless  under  the  government  of  one  man  to  prescribe  rules  of 
conduct  to  guide  him,  he  will  eat  too  much  meat  and  not  enough 
of  bread  and  vegetables ;  he  will  not  dress  to  suit  the  season,  or 
kind  of  labor  he  is  engaged  in,  nor  I'etire  to  rest  in  due  time  to 
get  sufficient  sleep,  but  sit  up  and  doze  by  the  fire  nearly  all  night. 
Nor  will  the  women  undress  the  children  and  put  them  regularly 
to  bed.  Nature  is  no  law  unto  them.  They  let  their  children 
suffer  and  die,  or  unmercifully  abuse  them,  unless  the  white  man 
or  woman  prescribe  rules  in  the  nursery  for  them  to  go  by. 
Whenever  the  white  woman  superintends  the  nursery,  whether 
the  climate  be  cold  or  hot,  they  increase  faster  than  any  other 
people  on  the  globe ;  but  on  large  plantations,  remote  from  her 
influence,  the  negro  population  invariably  diminishes,  unless  the 
overseer  take  upon  himself  those  duties  in  the  lying-in  and 
nursery  department,  which  on  small  estates  are  attended  to  by 
the  mistress.  She  often  sits  up  at  night  with  sick  children  and 
administers  to  their  wants,  when  their  own  mothers  are  nodding 
by  them,  and  would  be  sound  asleep  if  it  were  not  for  her  pre- 
sence. The  care  that  white  women  bestow  on  the  nursery,  is 
one  of  the  principal  causes  why  three  hundred  thousand  Africans, 
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originally  imported  into  the  territory  of  the  United  States  have 
increased  to  four  millions,  while  in  the  British  West  Indies  the 
number  imported,  exceeded,  by  several  millions,  the  actual  popu- 
lation. It  is  also  the  cause  why  the  small  proprietors  of  negro 
property  in  Maryland,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  and  Missouri  are  able 
to  supply  the  loss  on  the  large  Southern  plantations,  which  are 
cut  olT  from  the  happy  influence  of  the  presiding  genius  over 
civilization,  morality,  and  population — the  white  woman. 

The  prognathous  race  require  government  also  in  their  relig- 
ious exercises,  or  they  degenerate  into  fanatical  saturnalia.  A 
discreet  white  man  or  woman  should  always  be  present  to  r^u- 
late  their  religious  meetings. 

Here  the  investigation  into  the  ethnology  of  the  prognathous 
race  must  close,  at  least,  for  the  present,  leaving  the  most  interest- 
ing part,  Fetichism,  the  indigenous  religion  of  the  African  tribes, 
untouched.  It  is  the  key  to  the  negro  character,  which  is  difficult 
to  learn  from  mere  experience.  Those  who  are  not  accustomed 
to  them  have  great  trouble  and  difficulty  in  managing  negroes ; 
and  in  consequence  thereof  treat  them  badly.  If  their  ethnology 
was  better  and  more  generally  understood,  their  value  would  be 
greatly  increased,  and  their  condition,  as  a  laboring  class,  would 
be  more  enviable,  compared  to  the  European  peasants,  than  it 
already  is. 
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There  are  some  who  deny  the  nnity  of  the  human  race ;  with 
snch  we  have  no  controyerej,  but  it  is  a  part  of  our  religions 
belief,  that  ^'  Grod  made  oF  one  blood  all  nations  that  dwell  on  the 
face  of  the  earth  ;'^  and  on  this  we  wonld  base  one  of  oar  argu- 
ments for  the  subordination  of  a  part  of  the  human  family.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  the  vindication  of  our  cause,  or  of  truth,  to  deny 
the  authority,  or  to  fiitter  away  the  evident  meaning  of  any  part 
of  the  word  of  Grod,  as  is  done  by  most  of  the  abolitionists.  It 
is  sufficient  for  our  purpose  that  we  have  shown  that  the  negro  is 
an  inferior  variety  of  the  human  race ;  that  he  is  inferior  in  his 
physical  structure,  and  in  his  mental  and  moral  organization. 
This  orgnization  incapacitates  him  for  emerging,  by  his  own  will 
and  power,  from  barbarism,  and  achieving  civilization  and  refine- 
ment. History  teaches  the  same  lesson.  We  find  Africa  to-day, 
just  as  it  was  three  thousand  years  aget  When  Grod  created 
man  he  said  to  him,  ^^  Be  fruitful  and  multiply  and  replenish  the 
earth,  and  subdue  it,  and  have  dominion  over  the  fish  of  the  sea, 
and  over  the  fowl  of  the  air,  and  over  every  living  thing  that 
moveth  on  the  face  of  the  earth."  And  again,  upon  the  re-cre- 
ation afler  the  flood,  he  repeated  the  command,  in  almost  the 
same  words,  to  Noah  and  his  sons.  This  command  shows  that 
God  had  a  purpose  with  regard  to  the  physical  world,  in  placing 
man  upon  it,  and  that  man  has  a  mission  to  fulfill  in  subduing  it, 
and  acquiring  a  control,  not  only  over  animate  but  also  over  inani- 
mate nature.  Indeed,  the  one  is  essential  to  the  other.  Man  can 
not  control  and  subdue  the  inferior  animals,  until  he  has  acquired 
some  control  over  the  powers  of  nature.  Place  him  in  the  forest 
naked  and  unarmed,  and  many  of  the  animals  are  his  superiors ; 
but  endow  his  mind  with  a  knowledge  of  nature's  laws,  and  thus 
enable  him  to  make  them  subservient  to  his  purposes,  and  he 
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becomes  irresistible ;  a  god  on  earth.  In  fhlfiUing  this  command, 
man  elevates  his  nature  as  he  increases  his  knowledge,  and  there- 
by extends  his  powers.  God  requires  that  every  part  of  the 
human  family  shall  fulfill  this  great  command,  and  contribute 
their  part  in  rendering  subservient  to  human  use,  all  the  faculties 
of  nature^  Nay,  even  where  the  one  talent  is  misimproved,  he 
takes  it  away  and  gives  it  to  him  who  has  ten  talents.  It  is  on 
this  principle  that  it  is  right  and  in  accordance  with  the  ordinance 
of  God,  to  dispossess  of  their  lauds,  mines,  waterpowers,  harbors, 
etc.,  a  savage  nation,  possessing,  but  not  improving  them,  and 
convert  them  to  the  uses  of  the  world  of  mankind.  This  is  the 
warrant  for  the  conflict  of  civilization  with  barbarism.  Not  to 
go  back  to  former  times,  it  is  this  preqept  which  has  converted 
the  former  howling  wilderness  of  this  Western  World,  into  an 
earthly  paradise,  affording  an  ample  subsistence  to  happy  millions 
of  the  most  enlightened  of  the  human  family.  It  is  this  that 
causes  eiffete  dynasties  and  nations  to  disappear  from  the  face  of 
the  world,  and  their  places  to  be  supplied  by  those  full  of  life 
and  energy.  It  is  this  that  is  rolling  back  and  blotting  out  the 
mongrel  races  of  the  New  World,  to  make  room  for  the  onward 
march  of  a  higher  civilization. 

The  manifest  destiny  men  are  not  so  far  wrong  after  all ;  but 
instead  of  destiny,  it  is  the  purpose  and  ordinance  of  God.  Upon 
this  principle  has  England  acted  in  reference  to  India,  Australia, 
China,  and  in  almost  every  region  of  the  globe.  It  is  upon  this 
principle  that  Europe  is  now  controlling  the  destinies  of  the  Old 
World,  as  the  United  States,  if  they  are  true  to  themselves,  wiH 
control  the  destinies  of  the  New.  This  has  governed  us  in  re- 
quiring that  Japan  should  open  her  ports  to  the  commerce,  and 
her  coal  mines  to  the  navies  of  the  world ;  that  she  should  enrol 
herself  in  the  brotherhood  of  nations,  and  perform  her  part  in  the 
great  drama  of  life.  It  is  upon  this  principle  that  England, 
France,  and  the  United  States,  are  requiring  the  same  thing  of 
China ;  and  it  is  upon  this  principle  that  the  vagrant  is  arrested 
in  your  streets  and  sent  to  the  work-house. 

These  principles  are  clearly  enunciated,  and  ably  defended  by 
J.  Q.  Adams  in  his  celebrated  speech  on  the  Chinese  question, 
delivered  in  1841.  It  is  true,  that  he  applies  them  to  the  rights 
of  commerce  only;  but  by  legitimate  deduction,  they  are  as 
applicable  to  the  rights  of  labor,  as  to  the  rights  of  commerce. 
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Although  Dations  and  races  have  always  acted  on  these  principles, 
yet  at  the  time  of  the  delivery  of  this  speech,  so  startling  were 
the  positions  assumed  by  Mr.  Adams,  that  but  few  could  be  found 
who  were  prepared  to  defend  them,  yet  none  were  able  to  contro- 
vert them.  Their  general  adoption  at  the  present  day  only  shows 
what  history  has  so  long  taught,  that  master  minds  are  generally 
in  advance  of  their  age. 

In  the  "  Memoir  of  J.  Q.  Adams,"  by  Josiah  Quincy,  we  have 
a  report  of  this  speech.  Speaking  of  the  Chinese  war,  Mr.  Ad- 
ams says,  "  that  by  the  law  of  nations  is  to  be  understood,  not  one 
code  of  laws,  binding  alike  on  all  nations  of  the  earth,  but  a  sys- 
tem of  rules,'  varying  according  to  the  condition  and  character  of 
the  nations  concerned.  There  is  a  law  of  nations  among  Chris- 
tian communities,  which  is  the  law  recognized  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  as  obligatory  upon  them  in  their  intercourse 
with  European  States  and  colonies.  But  we  have  a  different  law 
of  nations  regulating  our  intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribes  on 
this  continent ;  another  between  us  and  the  woolly-headed  nations 
of  Africa ;  another  with  the  Barbary  powers ;  another  with  the 
flowery  land,  or  Celestial  empire."  Then,  reasoning  on  the  rights 
of  property,  established  by  labor,  by  occupation,  by  compact,  he 
maintains  "that  the  right  of  exchange,  barter — in  other  words, 
of  commerce — necessarily  follows ;  that  a  state  of  nature  among 
men  is  a  state  of  peace ;  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  man's  natural 
right ;  that  is  the  duty  of  all  men  to  contribute,  as  much  as  is  in 
their  power,  to  one  another's  happiness,  and  that  there  is  no  other 
w^y  by  which  they  can  so  well  contribute  to  the  comfort  and  well- 
being  of  one  another,  as  by  commerce,  or  the  mutual  exchange 
of  equivalents."    These  views  and  principles  he  thus  illustrates  : 

"  The  duty  of  commercial  intercourse  between  nations,  is  laid 
down  in  terms  sufficiently  positive  by  Vattel,  but  he  afterwards 
qualifies  it  by  a  restriction,  which,  unless  itself  restricted,  annuls 
it  altogether.  He  says  that,  although  the  general  duty  of  com- 
mercial intercourse  is. incumbent  upon  nations,  yet  every  nation 
may  exclude  any  particular  branch  or  article  of  trade,  which  it 
may  deem  injurious  to  its  interests.  This  can  not  be  denied. 
But  then  a  nation  may  multiply  these  particular  exclusions,  until 
they  become  general,  and  equivalent  to  a  total  interdict  of  com- 
merce ;  and  this,  time  out  of  mind,  has  been  the  inflexible  policy 
of  the  Chinese  empire.    So  says  Vattel,  without  affixing  any 
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note  of  censure  upon  it.  Yet  it  is  manifestly  incompatible  with 
the  position  which  he  had  previously  laid  down,  that  commercial 
intercourse  between  nations  is  a  moral  obligation  upon  them  all." 

The  same  doctrine,  with  regard  to  the  duties  of  individuals  in 
a  community,  that  is  here  advanced  by  Mr.  Adams  with  regard  to 
races  and  nations^  is  thus  set  forth  in  Blackstone's  Commentaries, 
book  iv,  chap,  xxxiii :  "  There  is  not  a  more  necessary^  or  more 
certain  maxim^  in  the  frame  and  constitution  of  society^  than 
that  every  individual  must  contribute  his  shure^  in  order  to  the 
loell-heing  of  the  comm^mity^ 

The  first  principle  laid  down  by  Mr.  Adams  is,  that  the  same 
code  of  international  law  does  not  apply  to  all  nations  alike,  but 
that  it  varies  with  the  condition  and  character  of  the  people ; 
that  one  code  of  laws  applies  to  the  enlightened  and  Christian 
nations  of  Europe,  but  an  entirely  different  one  to  the  pagan, 
woolly-headed,  barbarians  of  Africa.  What  would  be  just  and 
right  with  regard  to  the  African,  would  be  eminently  unjust 
towards  the  European.  Though  it  would  be  a  great  wrong  to 
reduce  the  European  to  a  condition  of  servitude,  it  does  not  fol- 
low that  it  would  be  equally  wrong  to  enslave  the  African.  K 
all  the  human  races  were  alike,  one  code  of  international  laws 
would  apply  to  the  ^hole,  but  so  long  as  the  African  continues 
to  be  an  inferior  race,  they  must  be  treated  as  such. 

But  again,  Mr.  Adams  clearly  lays  down  the  principle  that  no 
nation  or  race  can  be  permitted,  in  any  way,  to  isolate  itself  from 
the  community  of  nations,  but  is  morally  bound  to  contribute  all 
in  its  power  to  the  well-being  of  the  whole  race,  at  the  same  time 
that  it  secures  its  own.  If  it  possesses  territory  which  it  occu- 
pies, but  does  not  improve,  it  must  yield  it  to  the  claims  of  civi- 
ilization.  If  it  has  productions  valuable  to  the  world,  it  is  mor- 
ally bound  to  exchange  them.  If  it  has  ports,  harbors,  coal 
mines,  or  other  facilities  for  commerce  and  manufactures,  it  must 
allow  other  nations  to  participate  in  its  advantages.  If  it  has  a 
superabundant  supply  of  labor,  it  must  be  rendered  available. 
If,  then,  it  is  right  that  civilization  and  progress  should  appropri- 
ate the  hunting  grounds  of  the  Indian  race ;  if  it  is  right  that  China 
and  Japan  should  be  required  to  open  their  ports  to  the  commerce 
of  the  world,  it  must  be  equally  right  that  the  great  store  house  of 
labor  in  Africa  should  be  opened  for  the  benefit  of  the  human  race. 
In  the  Western  World,  a  vast  continent  of  fertile  land  and  propi- 
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tious  climate,  was  possessed,  not  improved,  bj  a  sparse  hunter 
race  ;  bat  the  law  of  God  and  of  nations  required  that  the  earth 
should  be  subdued  and  replenished,  and  now  God  has  enlarged 
Japheth,  and  he  dwells  in  these  tents  of  Shem.  China,  Ja- 
pan, and  other  regions  of  Asia,  are  inhabited  bj  teeming  mil- 
lions, rich  in  the  productions  of  art,  yet  scarcely  able  to  obtain  a 
meagre  sustenance,  and  rigidly  excluding  all  intercourse  with 
the  outer  world,  but  at  the  demands  of  commerce  the  barriers  are 
broken  down,  and  they,  in  common  with  other  nations,  are  bene- 
fited by  the  change.  Africa  has  long  possessed  a  superabundant 
population  of  indolent,  degraded,  pagan  savages,  useless  to  the 
world  and  to  themselves.  Numberless  efforts  have  been  made  to 
elevate  them  in  the  scale  of  existence,  in  their  own  country,  but 
all  in  vain.  Even  when  partially  civilized,  under  the  control  of 
the  white  man,  they  soon  relapse  into  barbarism,  if  emancipated 
from  this  control.  But  a  colony  of  them^  some  two  hundred 
years  since,  wei-e  imported  into  the  Western  World,  and  placed 
subordinate  to  the  white  race ;  and  now,  if  we  are  to  believe  the 
abolitionists,  they  have  improved  so  rapidly  as  to  have  become 
equal,  if  not  superior,  to  the  white  race.  Certainly  they  are  far  su- 
perior to  their  ancestors,  or  their  brethren  in  Africa.  At  the 
same  time,  they  have  conferred  an  equal  benefit  on  the  world. 
Tliey  supply  a  demand  for  labor  which  can  not  otherwise  be  met, 
and  their  products  not  only  clothe  the  civilized  world,  but  also  are 
the  life-blood  of  its  commerce. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  the  discussion  of  this  topic,  that  we  should 
show  wTiat  are  the  laws  of  nations,  applicable  to  the  different 
races  enumerated  by  Mr.  Adams ;  though  it  is  manifest  to  the 
most  casual  observer,  that  the  laws  applicable  to  them  are  radi- 
cally different.  What  would  be  thought  of  a  minister  at  the 
court  of  St.  James,  who  should  propose  to  carry  out  with  Great 
Britain,  the  same  course  of  policy  we  pursue  towards  the  Indian 
tribes ;  or  of  the  English  minister  at  our  capital,  who  would  ex- 
act from  us  the  concessions  required  of  the  rajahs  of  India,  or  the 
chiefs  of  Australia?  The  radical  difference  is  this:  among  civil- 
ized and  Christian  nations,  the  law  recognizes  a  perfect  equality, 
and  requires  an  entire  reciprocity ;  but  between  an  elevated  and  a 
degraded  or  inferior  race,  this  inequality  is  recognized,  and  an 
influence  and  a  superiority  is  accorded  to  the  one,  which  is  denied 
to  the  other.     This  is  well  illustrated  by  our  present  intercourse 
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with  Mexico,  and  should  we  establish  a  protectorate  over  that  un- 
happy country,  for  their  good  and  our  own,  it  would  be  in  strict 
accordance  with  these  principles.  With  some  nations  we  have 
diplonaiatic  intercourse,  on  terms  of  perfect  equality  and  reciproc- 
ity ;  others  we  treat  as  inferiors,  and  assume  over  them  some  de- 
gree of  control,  while  we  nevertheless  recognize  them  as  legiti- 
mate governments.  But  there  are  other  nations  or  races,  with 
whom  we  form  no  diplomatic  relations,  and  whose  governments 
we  do  not  recognize.  In  this  latter  class  are  included  most  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Africa,  and  of  Hayti ;  or  in  other  words,  the 
negro  race.  The  reason  is,  that  those  nations  performing  their 
duties  to  the  human  race,  according  to  the  ordinance  of  God,  are 
to  be  recognized  as  not  needing  our  assistance,  or  requiring  oar 
guardianship ;  those  ftilfilling  only  in  part,  should  be  considered 
in  a  state  of  tutelage,  but  those  that  fulfill  none,  or  but  few  of 
these  duties,  require  to  bo  made  subservient  to  the  superior  races, 
in  order  that  they  may  fulfill  the  great  ends  of  their  existence. 
This  subordination  has  existed  in  all  times,  among  all  nations, 
and  with  all  races.  But  as  soon  as  any  race  became  so  devel- 
oped as  no  longer  \o  require  it,  it  ceased  to  exist.  In  this  way, 
and  in  this  alone, — except  by  the  deportation  of  the  slaves — ^has 
shivery  ever  ceased  to  exist,  in  any  community ;  nor  can  it  be 
otherwise  in  the  fiiture.  Emancipation  in  name,  is  not  always 
freedom  in  reality.  The  free  blacks  of  our  Northern  States  and 
the  West  Indies,  are,  as  a  mass,  more  abject  slaves  than  any  on 
our  Southern  plantations.  Nor  is  it  possible  for  them  to  acquire 
a  more  elevated  position,  until  they  shall  have  acquired  the  requi- 
site qualificatiocis  for  that  position. 

At  the  present  time,  with  the  exception  of  serfdom,  peonage, 
and  political  slavery,  this  subordination  is  confined  to  the  negro 
race.  Why  is  this  so?  Manifestly  because  they  have  shown 
themselves  incapable,  in  their  own  land,  of  emerging  from  bar- 
barism, achieving  civilization  and  refinement,  performing  their 
duties  to  the  human  race,  and  becoming  entitled  to  a  position  as 
equals  among  the  nations  of  the  earth.  Until  such  improvement 
takes  place  as  shall  entitle  them  to  this  exalted  position,  their  own 
happiness  and  well-being,  their  duties  to  the  human  race,  the 
claims  of  civilization,  the  progress  of  society,  the  law  of  nations, 
and  the  ordinance  of  God,  require  that  they  should  be  placed  in 
a  subordinate  position  to  a  superior  race.    Experience  also  shows 
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ns  that  this  is  their  normal  and  natural  position.  In  their  native 
land  thej  still  are  what  they  have  always  been,  a  pagan,  savage, 
servile  race,  fulfilling  their  duties  neither  to  themselves,  to  Grod, 
nor  to  the  human  race ;  but  under  the  tutelage  of  a  superior  race, 
they  are  elevated  in  the  scale  of  existence,  improved  mentally, 
morally,  and  physically,  and  are  thus  enabled  to  do  their  part  in 
contributing  to  the  well-being  of  the  human  race.  But  so  far  as 
our  experience  goes,  this  development  is  not  permanent,  but  is 
liable  to  retrogression  as  soon  as  the  influence  of  the  superior 
race  is  removed.  Like  the  electro-magnet,  whose  power  is  lost 
the  moment  it  is  insulated  from  the  vivifying  power  of  electricity, 
80  the  servile  race  loses  its  power  when  removed  from  the  con- 
trol of  a  superior  intellect.  The  example  of  our  own  free  blacks, 
those  emancipated  in  the  West  Indies,  Sierra  Leone,  and  even 
Liberia,  are  conclusive  on  this  point. 

It  becomes  us  not  to  speculate  too  curiously  concerning  God's 
plan  in  governing  the  world,  much  less  to  strive  to  thwart  his 
purposes  with  our  puny  arms ;  he  will  work  out  his  purposes  of 
good  to  the  human  race,  in  his  own  good  time  and  way,  whether 
it  meets  our  views  or  not.  But  from  the  revelation  of  his  pur- 
pose concerning  the  descendants  of  the  three  progenitors  of  the 
human  race  after  the  flood,  it  is  manifest  that  the  children  of  Ham 
were  to  be  a  servile  race ;  as  their  final  disinthrallmeut  is  nowhere 
spoken  of,  it  is  exceedingly  improbable  that  slavery  will  cease  to 
exist  till  the  end  of  time.  It  is  true  that  Ethiopia  shall  stretch 
forth  her  hands  to  God ;  but  this  is  being  fulfilled  on  a  grander 
scale  than  ever  before  has  been  witnessed,  even  in  our  midst, 
in  this  Western  World,  where  God  has  enlarged  Japheth,  where 
he  dwells  in  the  tents  of  Shem,  and  where  Cainan  is  his  servant. 

Poet  Gibson,  Mississippi,  Fehmary  22,  1860. 
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SUPREME  COURT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

DECEMBER  TERM,   1856. 


DRED   SCOTT 

versus 

JOHN   F.  A.  SANDFORD. 


Dbed  Scott,  Plaintiff  in  Error,  v.  John  R  A.  Sandford. 

This  case  was  brought  up,  by  writ  of  error,  from  the  Circuit 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  of  Missouri. 

It  was  an  action  of  trespass  vi  et  armis  instituted  in  the  Circuit 
Court  by  Scott  against  Sandford. 

Prior  to  the  institution  of  the  present  suit,  an  action  was 
brought  by  Scott  for  his  freedom  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  St.  Louis 
county,  (State  court,)  where  there  was  a  verdict  and  judgment  in 
his  iavor.  On  a  writ  of  error  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State, 
the  judgment  below  was  reversed,  and  the  case  remanded  to  the 
Circuit  Court,  where  it  was  continued  to  await  the  decision  of  the 
case  now  in  question. 

The  declaration  of  Scott  contained  three  counts:  one,  that 
Sandford  had  assaulted  the  plaintiff;  one,  that  he  had  assaulted 
Harriet  Scott,  his  wife ;  and  one,  that  he  had  assaulted  Eliza  Scott 
and  Lizzie  Scott,  his  children. 
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Sandford  appeared,  and  filed  the  following  plea : 

Dbbd  Soott  ^ 

V.  >  Plea  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Court. 

John  F.  A.  Sandford.  ) 

April  Term,  1854. 

And  the  said  John  F.  A.  Sandford,  in  his  own  proper  person, 
comes  and  says  that  this  court  ought  not  to  have  or  take  fiirther 
cognizance  of  the  action  aforesaid,  becanse  he  says  that  said  cause 
of  action,  and  each  and  every  of  them,  (if  any  such  have  accrued 
to  the  said  Dred  Scott,)  accrued  to  the  said  Dred  Scott  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  court,  and  exchisively  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  courts  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  for  that,  to  wit:  tho  said 
plaintiff,  Dred  Scott,  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  as 
alleged  in  his  declaration,  because  he  is  a  negro  of  African  de- 
cent ;  his  ancestors  were  of  pure  Aifrican  blood,  and  were  brought 
into  this  country  and  sold  as  negro  slaves,  and  this  the  said 
Sandford  is  ready  to  verify.  Wherefore,  he  prays  judgment 
whether  this  court  can  or  will  take  ftirther  cognizance  of  the 

action  aforesaid. 

John  F.  A.  Sandford. 

To  this  plea  there  was  a  demurrer  in  the  usual  form,  which  was 
argued  in  April,  1864,  when  the  court  gave  judgment  that  the 
demurrer  should  be  sustained. 

In  May,  1854,  the  defendant,  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement 
between  counsel,  and  with  the  leave  of  the  court,  pleaded  in  bar 
of  the  action : 

1.  Not  guilty. 

2.  That  the  plaintiff  was  a  negro  slave,  the  lawful  property  of 
tho  defendant,  and,  as  such,  the  defendant  gently  laid  his  hands 
upon  him,  and  thereby  had  only  restrained  him,  as  the  defendant 
had  a  right  to  do. 

3.  That  with  respect  to  the  wife  and  daughters  of  the  plaintiff, 
in  the  second  and  third  counts  of  the  declaration  mentioned,  the 
defendant  had,  as  to  them,  only  acted  in  the  same  manner,  and  in 
virtue  of  the  same  legal  right. 

In  the  first  of  these  pleas,  the  plaintiff  joined  issue ;  and  to  the 
second  and  third,  filed  replications  alleging  that  the  defendant,  of 
his  own  wrong  and  without  the  cause  in  his  second  and  thirf 
pleas  alleged,  committed  the  trespasses,  etc. 
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The  counsel  then  filed  the  following  agreed  statement  of  facts, 
viz: 

In  the  year  1834,  the  plaintiff  was  a  negro  slave  belonging  to 
Dr.  Emerson,  who  was  a  snrgeon  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States.  In  that  year,  1834,  said  Dr.  Emerson  took  the  plaintiff 
from  the  State  of  Missoori  to  the  military  post  at  Rock  Island,  in 
the  State  of  Illinois,  and  held  him  there  as  a  slave  until  the  month 
of  April  or  May,  1836.  At  the  time  last  mentioned,  said  Dr. 
Emerson  removed  the  plaintiff  from  said  military  post  at  Kock 
Island  to  the  military  post  at  Fort  SneUing,  situate  on  the  west 
bank  of  the  Mississippi  river,  in  the  Territory  known  as  Upper 
Louisiana,  acquired  by  the  United  States  of  France,  and  situate 
north  of  the  latitude  of  thirty-six  degrees  thirty  minutes  north, 
and  north  of  the  State  of  Missouri.  Said  Dr.  Emerson  held  the 
plaintiff  in  slavery  at  said  Fort  Snelling,  from  said  last-mentioned 
date  until  the  year  1838. 

In  the  year  1835,  Harriet,  who  is  named  in  the  second  count  of 
the  plaintiff's  declaration,  was  the  negro  slave  of  Major  Taliaferro, 
who  belonged  to  the  army  of  the  United  States.  In  that  year, 
1835,  said  Major  Taliaferro  took  said  Harriet  to  said  Fort  Snelling, 
a  military  post,  situated  as  hereinbefore  stated,  and  kept  her  there 
as  a  slave  until  the  year  1836,  and  then  sold  and  delivered  her  as 
a  slave  at  said  Fort  Snelling  unto  the  said  Dr.  Emerson  hereinbe- 
fore named.  Said  Dr.  Emerson  held  said  Harriet  in  slavery  at 
said  Fort  Snelling  until  the  year  1838. 

In  the  year  1836,  the  plaintiff  and  said  Harriet  at  said  Fort 
Snelling,  with  the  consent  of  said  Dr.  Emerson,  who  then  claimed 
to  be  their  master  and  owner,  intermarried,  and  took  each  other 
for  husband  and  wife.  Eliza  and  Lizzie,  named  in  the  third 
count  of  the  plaintiff's  declaration,  are  the  fruit  of  that  marriage. 
Eliza  is  about  fourteen  years  old,  and  was  born  on  board  the 
steamboat  Gipsey,  north  of  the  north  line  of  the  State  of  Missouri, 
and  upon  the  river  Mississippi.  Lizzie  is  about  seven  years  old, 
and  was  born  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  at  the  military  post  called 
Jefferson  Barracks. 

In  the  year  1838,  said  Dr.  Emerson  removed  the  plaintiff  and 
said  Harriet  and  their  said  daughter  Eliza,  from  said  Fort  Snel- 
ling to  the  State  of  Missouri,  where  they  have  ever  since  resided. 

Before  the  commencement  of  this  suit,  said  Dr.  Emerson  sold 
and  conveyed  the  plaintiff,  said  Harriet,  Eliza,  and  Lizzie,  to  the 
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defendant,  as  slaves,  and  the  defendant  has  ever  since  daimod  to 
hold  them  and  each  of  them  as  slaves. 

At  the  times  mentioned  in  the  plaintiff's  declaration,  the  de- 
fendant, claiming  to  be  owner  as  aforesaid,  laid  his  hands  npon 
said  plaintiff,  Harriet,  Eliza,  and  Lizzie,  and  imprisoned  them, 
doing  in  this  respect,  however,  no  more  than  what  he  might  law- 
fully do  if  they  were  of  right  his  slaves  at  such  times. 

Further  proof  may  be  given  on  the  trial  for  either  party. 

It  is  agreed  that  Dred  Scott  brought  suit  for  his  freedom  in  the 
Circuit  Court  of  St.  Louis  county ;  that  there  was  a  verdict  and 
judgment  in  his  favor ;  that  on  a  writ  of  error  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  the  judgment  below  was  reversed,  and  the  same  remanded 
to  the  Circuit  Court,  where  it  has  been  continued  to  await  the 
decision  of  this  case. 

In  May,  1854,  the  cause  went  before  a  jury,  who  found  the  fol- 
lowing verdict,  viz :  "As  to  the  first  issue  joined  in  this  case,  we 
of  the  jury  find  the  defendant  not  guilty ;  and  as  to  the  issue  sec- 
ondly above  joined,  we  of  the  jury  find  that  before  and  at  the 
time  when,  etc.,  in  the  first  count  mentioned,  the  said  Dred  Scott 
was  a  negro  slave,  thd  lawfiil  property  of  the  defendant ;  and  u 
to  the  issue  thirdly  above  joined,  we,  the  jury,  find  that  before 
and  at  the  time  when,  etc.,  in  the  second  and  third  counts  men- 
tioned, the  said  Harriet,  wife  of  said  Dred  Scott,  and  Eliza  and 
Lizzie,  the  daughters  of  the  said  Dred  Scott,  were  n^ro  slaves, 
the  lawful  property  of  the  defendant." 

Whereupon,  the  court  gave  judgment  for  the  defendant. 

After  an  ineffectual  motion  for  a  new  trial,  the  plaintiff  filed  the 
following  bill  of  exceptions. 

On  the  trial  of  this  cause  by  the  jury,  the  plaintiff,  to  maintain 
the  issues  on  his  part,  read  to  the  jury  the  foUowing  agreed  state- 
ment of  facts,  (see  agreement  above.)  No  further  testimony  was 
given  to  the  jury  by  either  party.  Thereupon  the  plaintiff 
moved  the  court  to  give  to  the  jury  the  following  instruction,  vix: 

^^That,  upon  the  &cts  agreed  to  by  the  parties,  ihey  ought  to 
find  for  the  plaintiff.  The  court  refused  to  give  such  instruction 
to  the  jury,  and  the  plaintiff,  to  such  refusal,  then  and  there  dnlj 
excepted." 

The  court  then  gave  the  following  instruction  to  the  juxy,  od 
motion  of  the  defendant : 

^^  The  jury  are  instructed,  that  upon  the  &cta  in  this  case,  tbe 
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law  is  witli  tlie  defS^dant^  The  plaintiff  excepted  to  this  in- 
straction. 

Upon  these  exceptions,  the  case  came  up  to  this  court. 

It  was  argued  at  December  term,  1S55,  and  ordered  to  be  re- 
argued at  the  present  term. 

It  was  now  argued  by  Mr.  Blair  and  Mr.  6.  F.  Curtis  for 
the  plaintiff  in  error,  and  by  Mr.  Qejer  and  Mr.  'Johnson  for 
the  defendant  in  error. 

Mr.  Chief  Justice  Taney  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court. 

This  case  has  been  twice  argued.  After  the  argument  of  the 
last  term,  differences  of  opinion  were  found  to  exist  among  the 
members  of  the  court ;  and  as  the  questions  in  controversy  are  of 
the  highest  importance,  and  the  court  was  at  that  time  much 
pressed  by  the  ordinary  business  of  the  term,  it  was  deemed  ad- 
visable to  continue  the  case,  and  direct  a  reargument  on  some  of 
the  points,  in  order  that  we  might  have  an  opportunity  of  giving 
to  the  whole  subject  a  more  deliberate  consideration.  It  has  ac- 
cordingly  been  again  argued  by  counsel,  and  considered  by  the 
court ;  and  I  now  proceed  to  deliver  its  opinion. 

There  are  two  leading  questions  presented  by  the  record : 

1.  Had  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States  jurisdiction  to 
hear  and  determine  the  case  between  these  parties  ?    And 

2.  If  it  had  jurisdiction,  is  the  judgment  it  has  given  errone- 
ous or  not! 

He  plaintiff  in  error,  who  was  also  the  plaintiff  in  the  court 
below,  was,  with  his  wife  and  children,  held  as  slaves  by  the  de- 
fendant, in  the  State  of  Missouri ;  and  he  brought  this  action  in 
the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States  for  that  district,  to  assert 
the  title  of  himself  and  his  family  to  freedom. 

The  declaration  is  in  the  form  usually  adopted  in  that  State  to 
tiry  questions  of  this  description,  and  contains  the  averment  neces- 
sary to  give  the  court  jurisdiction ;  that  he  and  the  defendant  are 
citizens  of  different  States ;  that  is,  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  Mis- 
souri, and  the  defendant  a  citizen  of  New  York. 

The  defendant  pleaded  in  abatement  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court,  that  the  plaintiff  was  not  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Missouri, 
as  alleged  in  his  declaration, ^ing  a  negro  of  African  descent, 
whose  ancestors  were  of  pure  African  blood,  and  who  were 
brought  into  this  country  and  sold  as  slaves. 
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To  this  plea  the  plaintiff  demnrred,  and  the  defendaDt  joined 
in  demurrer.  The  court  overruled  the  plea,  and  gave  judgment 
that  the  defendant  should  answer  over.  And  he  therefore  put  in 
sundry  pleas  in  bar,  upon  which  issues  were  joined ;  and  at  the 
trial  the  terdict  and  judgment  were  in  his  favor.  "Whereupon  the 
plaintiff  1)rought  tliis  writ  of  error. 

Before  we  speak  of  the  pleas  in  bar,  it  will  be  proper  to  dispose 
of  the  questions  which  have  arisen  on  the  plea  in  abatement. 

That  plea  denies  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to  sue  in  a  court 
of  the  United  States,  for  the  reasons  therein  stated. 

If  the  question  raised  by  it  is  legally  before  us,  and  the  court 
shouldbe  of  opinion  that  the  facts  stated  in  it  disqualify  the  plain- 
tiff from  becoming  a  citizen,  in  the  sense  in  which  that  word  is 
used  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  then  the  judgment 
of  the  Circuit  Court  is  erroneous  and  must  be  reversed. 

It  is  suggested,  however,  that  this  plea  is  not  before  us ;  and 
that  as  the  judgment  in  the  court  below  on  this  plea  was  in  favor 
of  the  plaintiff,  he  does  not  seek  to  reverse  it,  or  bring  it  before 
the  court  for  revision  by  his  writ  of  error ;  and  also  that  the  de- 
fendant waived  this  defense  by  pleading  over,  and  thereby  admit- 
ted the  jurisdiction  of  the  court. 

But  in  making  this  objection,  we  think  the  peculiar  and  limited 
jurisdiction  of  courts  of  the  United  States  has  not  been  adverted 
to.  This  peculiar  and  limited  jurisdiction,  has  made  it  neces- 
sary, in  these  courts,  to  adopt  different  rules  and  principles  of 
pleading,  so  far  as  jurisdiction  is  concerned,  from  those  which 
regulate  courts  of  common  law  in  England,  and  in  the  different 
States  of  the  Union  which  have  adopted  the  common-law  rules. 

In  these  last-mentioned  courts,  where  their  character  and  rank 
are  analagous  to  that  of  a  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States ;  in 
other  words,  where  they  are  what  the  law  terms  courts  of  general 
jurisdiction ;  they  are  presumed  to  have  jurisdiction,  unless  the 
contrary  appears.     No  averment  in  the  pleadings  of  the  plaintiff 
is  necessary,  in  order  to  give  jurisdiction.     If  the  defendant 
objects  to  it,  he  must  plead  it  specially,  and  unless  the  fact  on 
which  he  relies  is  found  to  be  true  by  a  jury,  or  admitted  to  be 
true  by  the  plaintiff,  the  jurisdiction  can  not  be  disputed  in  an 
appellate  court. 

Now,  it  is  not  necessary  to  inquire  whether  in  courts  of  that 
description  a  party  who  pleads  over  in  bar,  when  a  plea  to  the 
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jnriBdiction  has  been  ruled  against  him,  does  or  does  not  waive 
his  plea;  nor  whether  upon  a  judgment  in  his  favor  on  tho 
pleas  in  bar,  and  a  writ  of  error  brought  by  the  plaintiff,  the 
question  upon  the  plea  in  abatement  would  be  open  for  revision 
in  the  appellate  court.  Cases  that  may  have  been  decided  in 
such  courts,  or  rules  that  may  have  been  laid  down  by  common- 
law  pleaders,  can  have  no  influence  in  the  decision  in  this  court. 
Because,  under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States, 
the  rules  which  govern  the  pleadings  in  its  courts,  in  questions 
of  jurisdiction,  stand  on  different  principles  and  are  regulated  by 
different  laws. 

This  difference  arises,  as  we  have  said,  from  the  peculiar  char- 
acter of  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  For  although  it  is 
sovereign  and  supreme  in  its  appropriate  sphere  of  action,  yet  it 
does  not  possess  all  the  powers  which  usually  belong  to  the  sov- 
ereignty of  a  nation.  Certain  specified  powers,  enumerated  in 
the  Constitution,  have  been  conferred  upon  it;  and  neither  the 
legislative,  executive,  nor  judicial  departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment can  lawfully  exercise  any  authority  beyond  the  limits  marked 
out  by  the  Constitution.  And  in  regulating  tho  judicial  depart- 
ment, the  cases  in  which  the  courts  of  the  United  States  shall 
have  jurisdiction  are  particularly  and  specifically  enumerated  and 
defined ;  and  they  are  not  authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  any 
case  which  does  not  come  within  the  description  therein  speci- 
fied. Hence,  when  a  plaintiff  sues  in  a  court  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  necessary  that  he  should  show,  in  his  pleadings,  that 
the  suit  he  brings  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  and  that 
he  is  entitled  to  sue  there.  And  if  he  omits  to  do  this,  and 
should,  by  any  oversight  of  the  Circuit  Court,  obtain  a  judgment 
in  his  favor,  the  judgment  would  be  reversed  in  the  appellate 
court  for  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  court  below.  The  juris- 
diction would  not  be  presumed,  as  in  the  case  of  a  common-law 
English  or  State  •ourt,  unless  tke  contrary  appeared.  But  the 
record,  when  it  comes  before  the  appellate  court,  must  show,  aflSrm- 
atively,  that  the  inferior  court  had  authority,  under  the  Consti- 
tution, to  hear  and  determine  the  case.  And  if  the  plaintiff 
claims  a  right  to  sue  in  a  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States, 
under  that  provision  of  the  Constitution  which  gives  jurisdiction 
in  controversies  between  citizens  of  different  States,  he  must  dis- 
tinctly aver  in  his  pleadings  that  they  are  citizens  of  different 
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States ;  and  be  can  not  maintain  his  suit  without  showing  that 
fact  in  the  pleadings. 

This  point  was  decided  in  the  case  of  Bingham  v.  Cabot,  (in  3 
Dall.,  382,)  and  ever  since  adhered  to  by  the  court.  And  in 
Jackson  v.  Ashton  (8  Pet.,  148,)  it  was  held  that  the  objection  to 
which  it  was  open  could  not  be  waived  by  the  opposite  party, 
because  consent  of  parties  could  not  give  jurisdiction. 

It  is  needless  to  accumulate  cases  on  this  subject.  Those  al- 
ready referred  to,  and  the  cases  of  Oapron  v.  Van  Noorden,  (in 
2  Cr.  126.,)  and  Montalet  v.  Murray,  (4  Or.,  46,)  are  sufficient 
to  show  the  rule  of  which  we  have  spoken.  The  case  of  Capron 
V.  Van  Noorden  strikingly  illustrates  the  difference  between  a 
common-law  court  and  a  court  of  the  United  States. 

If,  however,  the  fact  of  citizenship  is  avered  in  the  declaration, 
and  the  defendant  does  not  deny  it,  and  put  it  in  issue  by  plea  in 
abatement,  he  can  not  offer  evidence  at  the  trial  to  disprove  it, 
and  consequently  can  not  avail  himself  of  the  objection  in  the 
appellate  court,  unless  the  defect  should  be  apparent  in  some  other 
part  of  the  record.  For  if  there  is  no  plea  in  abatement,  and  the 
want  of  jurisdiction  does  not  appear  in  any  other  part  of  the 
transcript  brought  up  by  the  writ  of  error,  the  undisputed  aver- 
ment of  citizenship  in  the  declaration  must  be  taken  in  this  court 
to  be  tru6.  In  this  case,  the  citizenship  is  averred,  but  it  is 
denied  by  the  defendant  in  the  manner  required  by  the  rules  of 
pleading,  and  the  fact  upon  which  the  denial  is  based  is  admitted 
by  the  demurrer.  And,  if  the  plea  and  demurrer,  and  judgment 
of  the  court  below  upon  it,  are  before  us  upon  this  record,  the 
question  to  be  decided  is,  whether  the  facts  stated  in  the  plea  are 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  sue  as  a  citi- 
zen in  a  court  of  the  United  States. 

We  think  they  are  before  us.  The  plea  in  abatement  and  the 
judgment  of  the  court  upQp  it,  are  a  part  of  the  judicial  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Circuit  Court,  #nd  are  there  recorded  as  such ; 
and  a  writ  of  error  always  brings  up  to  the  superior  court  the 
whole  record  of  the  proceedings  in  the  court  below.  And  in  the 
case  of  the  United  States  v.  Smith,  (11  Wheat.,  172,)  this  court 
said,  that  the  case  being  brought  up  by  writ  of  error,  the  whole 
record  was  under  the  consideration  of  this  court.  And  this  being 
the  case  in  the  present  instance,  the  plea  in  abatement  ia  necessa- 
rily under  consideration ;  and  it  becomes,  therefore,  our  duty  to 
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decide  whether  the  £Eu^t8  stated  in  the  plea  are  or  are  not  sufficient 
to  show  that  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  sue  as  a  citizen  in  a 
court  of  the  United  States. 

This  is  certainly  a  very  serious  question,  and  one  that  now  for 
the  first  time  has  been  brought  for  decision  before  this  court.  But 
it  is  brought  here  by  those  who  have  a  right  to  bring  it,  and  it  is 
our  duty  to  meet  it  and  decide  it. 

The  question  is  simply  this :  Can  a  negro  whose  ancestors  were 
imported  into  this  country,  and  sold  as  slaves,  become  a  member 
of  the  political  community  formed  and  brought  into  existence  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  as  such  become  entitled 
to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  and  immunities  guaranteed  to  the 
citizen?  One  of  which  rights  is  the  privilege  of  suing  in  a  court 
of  the  United  States  in  the  cases  specified  in  the  Constitution. 

It  will  be  observed,  that  the  plea  applies  to  that  class  of  persons 
only  whose  ancestors  were  negroes  of  the  Airican  race,  and  im- 
ported into  this  country,  and  sold  and  held  as  slaves.  The  only 
matter  in  issue  before  the  court,  therefore,  is,  whether  the  descend- 
ants of  such  slaves,  when  they  shall  be  emancipated,  or  who  are 
born  of  parents  who  had  become  free  before  their  birth,  are  citizens 
of  a  State,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  word  citizen  is  used  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  And  this  being  the  only  matter 
in  dispute  on  the  pleadings,  the  court  must  be  understood  as  speak- 
ing in  this  opinion  of  that  class  only,  that  is,  of  those  persons  who 
are  the  descendants  of  ,Afi*icans  who  were  imported  into  this 
country,  and  sold  as  slaves. 

The  situation  of  this  population  was  altogether  unlike  that  of 
the  Indian  race.  The  latter,  it  is  true,  formed  no  part  of  the  colo- 
nial communities,  and  never  amalgamated  with  them  in  social 
connections  or  in  government.  But  although  they  were  uncivil- 
ized, they  were  yet  a  free  and  independent  people,  associated  to- 
gether in  nations  or  tribes,  and  governed  by  their  own  laws. 
Many  of  these  political  communities  were  situated  in  territories 
to  which  the  white  race  claimed  the  ultimate  right  of  dominion. 
But  that  claim  was  acknowledged  to  be  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Indians  to  occupy  it  as  long  as  they  thought  proper,  and  neither 
the  English  nor  colonial  Governments  claimed  or  exercised  any 
dominion  over  the  tribe  or  nation  by  whom  it  was  occupied,  nor 
claimed  the  right  to  the  possession  of  the  territory,  until  the  tribe 
or  nation  consented  to  cede  it.    These  Indian  Governments  were 
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regarded  and  treated  as  foreign  Governments,  as  much  so  as  if  an 
ocean  had  separated  the  red  man  from  the  white  ;  and  their  free- 
dom has  constantly  been  acknowledged,  from  the  time  of  the  first 
emigration  to  the  English  colonies  to  the  present  day,  by  the  dif- 
ferent Governments  which  succeeded  each  other.  Treaties  have 
been  negotiated  with  them,  and  their  alliance  sought  for  in  war ; 
and  the  people  who  compose  these  Indian  political  communitiea 
have  always  been  treated  as  foreigners  not  living  under  our  Gov- 
ernment. It  is  true  that  the  course  of  events  has  brought  the 
Indian  tribes  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States  under  subjec- 
tion to  the  white  race ;  and  it  has  been  found  necessary,  for  their 
sake  as  well  as  our  own,  to  regard  them  as  in  a  state  of  pupilage, 
and  to  legislate  to  a  certain  extent  over  them  and  the  territory 
they  occupy.  But  they  may,  without  doubt,  like  the  subjects  of 
any  other  foreign  Government,  be  naturalized  by  the  authority  of 
Congress,  and  become  citizens  of  a  State,  and  of  the  United  States; 
and  if  an  individual  should  leave  his  nation  or  tribe,  and  take  up 
his  abode  among  the  white  population,  he  would  be  entitled  to  all 
the  rights  and  privileges  which  would  belong  to  an  emigrant  from 
any  other  foreign  people. 

We  proceed  to  examine  the  case  as  presented  by  the  pleadings. 

The  words  "  people  of  the  United  States  "  and  "  citizens  "  are 
synonymous  terms,  and  mean  the  same  thing.    They  both  describe 
the  political  body  who,  according  to  our  republican  institutioDS, 
form  the  sovereignty,  and  who  hold  the  power  and  conduct  the 
Government  through  their  representatives.    They  are  what  we 
familiarly  call  the  "  sovereign  people,"  and  every  citizen  is  one 
of  this  people,  and  a  constituent  member  of  this  aovereigntj. 
The  question  before  us  is,  whether  the  class  of  persons  described  in 
the  plea  in  abatement  compose  a  portion  of  this  people,  and  are  con 
stituent  members  of  this  sovereignty  ?    We  think  they  are  not,  and 
that  they  are  not  included,  and  were  not  intended  to  be  included, 
under  the  word  ^^  citizens  "  in  the  Oonstitution,  and  can  therefore 
claim  none  of  the  rights  and  privileges  which  that  instrument  pro- 
vides for  and  secures  to  citizens  of  the  United  States.    On  the  con- 
trary, they  were  at  that  time  considered  as  a  subordinate  and  infe- 
rior class  of  beings,  who  had  been  subjugated  by  the  dominant  race, 
and,  whether  emancipated  or  not,  yet  remained  subject  to  their 
authority,  and  had  no  rights  or  privileges  but  such  as  those  who 
held  the  power  and  the  government  might  choose  to  grant  them. 
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It  is  not  the  province  of  the  conrt  to  decide  npon  the  justice  or 
injustice,  the  policy  or  impolicy,  of  these  laws.  The  decision  of 
that  question  belonged  to  the  political  or  law-making  power ;  to 
those  who  formed  the  sovereignty  and  framed  the  Constitution. 
The  duty  of  the  court  is,  to  interpret  the  instrument  they  have 
framed,  with  the  best  lights  we  can  obtain  on  the  subject,  and  to 
administer  it  as  we  find  it,  according  to  its  true  intent  and  mean- 
ing when  it  was  adopted. 

In  discussing  this  question,  we  must  not  confound  the  rights  of 
citizenship  which  a  State  may  confer  within  its  own  limits,  and 
the  rights  of  citizenship  as  a  member  of  the  Union.  It  does  not 
by  any  means  follow,  because  he  has  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  a  citizen  of  a  State,  that  he  must  be  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States.  He  may  have  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  citizen 
of  a  State,  and  yet  not  be  entitled  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a 
citizen  in  any  other  State.  For,  previous  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Oonstitution  of  the  United  States,  every  State  had  the  undoubted 
right  to  confer  on  whomsoever  it  pleased  the  character  of  citizen, 
and  to  endow  him  with  all  its  rights.  But  this  character  of  course 
was  confined  to  the  boundaries  of  the  State,  and  gave  him  no 
rights  or  privileges  in  other  States  beyond  those  secured  to  him 
by  the  laws  of  nations  and  the  comity  of  States.  Nor  have  the 
several  States  surrendered  the  power  of  conferring  these  rights 
and  privileges  by  adopting  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
Each  State  may  still  confer  them  upon  an  alien,  or  any  one  it 
thinks  proper,  or  upon  any  class  or  description  of  persons ;  yet 
he  would  not  be  a  citizen  in  the  sense  in  which  that  word  is  used 
in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  nor  entitled  to  sue  as 
such  in  one  of  its  courts,  nor  to  the  privileges  and  immunities  of 
a  citizen  in  the  other  States.  The  rights  which  he  would  acquire 
would  be  restricted  to  the  State  which  gave  them.  The  Constitu- 
tion has  conferred  on  Congress  the  right  to  establish  an  uniform 
rule  of  naturalization,  and  this  right  is  evidently  exclusive,  and 
has  always  been  held  by  this  court  to  be  so.  Consequently,  no 
State,  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  can  by  naturalizing 
an  alien  invest  him  with  the  rights  and  privileges  secured  to  a 
citizen  of  a  State  under  the  Federal  Government,  although,  so  far 
as  the  State  alone  was  concerned,  he  would  undoubtedly  bo  en- 
titled to  the  rights  of  a  citizen,  and  clothed  with  all  the  rights  and 
immunities  which  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  State  attached 
to  that  character. 
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It  is  very  clear,  therefore,  that  no  State  can,  by  any  act  or  law 
of  its  own,  passed  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  intro- 
duce a  new  member  into  the  political  community  created  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  It  cannot  make  him  a  member 
of  this  community  by  making  him  a  member  of  its  own.  And 
for  the  same  reason  it  cannot  introduce  any  person  or  description 
of  persons,  who  were  not  intended  to  be  embraced  in  this  new 
political  family,  which  the  Constitution  brought  into  existence, 
but  were  intended  to  bo  excluded  from  it. 

The  question  then  arises,  whether  the  provisions  of  the  Consti- 
tution, in  relation  to  the  personal  rights  and  privileges  to  which 
the  citizen  of  a  State  should  be  entitied,  embraced  the  negro  Afri- 
can race,  at  that  time  in  this  country,  or  who  might  afterward  be 
imported,  who  had  then  or  should  afterward  be  made  free  in  any 
State ;  and  to  put  it  in  the  power  of  a  single  State  to  make  him  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  endue  him  with  the  full  rights  of 
citizenship  in  every  other  State  without  their  consent  ?  Does  the 
Constitution  of 'the  United  States  act  upon  him  whenever  he  shall 
be  made  free  under  tiio  laws  of  a  State,  and  raised  there  to  the  rank 
of  a  citizen,  and  immediately  clothe  him  with  all  the  privileges  of 
a  citizen  in  every  other  State,  and  in  its  own  courts ! 

The  court  think  the  affirmative  of  these  propositions  cannot  be 
maintained.  And  if  it  cannot,  the  plaintiff  in  error  could  not  be 
a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  within  the  meaning  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  and,  consequentiy,  was  not  entitled 
to  sue  in  its  courts. 

It  is  true,  every  person,  and  every  class  and  description  of  per* 
sons,  who  were  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution 
recognized  as  citizens  in  the  several  States,  became  also  citijEeDB 
of  this  new  political  body ;  but  none  other ;  it  was  formed  by 
them,  and  for  them  and  their  posterity,  but  for  no  one  else.  And 
the  personal  rights  and  privileges  guaranteed  to  citizens  of  this  new 
sovereignty  were  intended  to  embrace  those  only  who  were  theD 
members  of  the  several  State  communities,  or  who  should  aft6^ 
ward  by  birthright  or  otherwise  become  members,  acccHrding  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Constitution  and  the  principles  on  which  it  was 
founded.  It  was  the  union  of  thoeo  who  were  at  that  time  mem 
bers  of  distinct  and  separate  political  communities  into  one  pdi- 
tical  family,  whose  power,  for  certain  specified  purposes,  was  to 
extend  over  the  whole  territory  of  the  United  States.    And  it  gave 
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to  each  citizen  rights  and  privileges  outside  of  bis  State  which  he 
did  not  before  possess,  and  placed  him  in  every  other  State  upon  a 
perfect  equality  with  its  own  citizens  as  to  rights  of  person  and 
rights  of  property ;  it  made  him  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

It  becomes  necessary,  therefore,  to  determine  who  were  citizens 
of  the  several  States  when  the  Constitution  was  adopted.  And 
in  order  to  do  this,  we  must  recur  to  the  goveraments  and  insti- 
tutions of  the  thirteen  colonies,  when  they  separated  from  Great 
Britain  and  formed  new  sovereignities,  and  took  their  places  in 
the  family  of  independent  nations.  We  must  inquire  who,  at 
that  time,  were  recognised  as  the  people  or  citizens  of  a  State, 
whose  rights  and  liberties  had  been  outraged  by  the  English 
Gk>vemment ;  and  who  declared  their  independence,  and  assumed 
the  powers  of  Government  to  defend  their  rights  by  force  of 
arms. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  court,  the  legislation  and  histories  of  the 
times,  and  the  language  used  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
show,  that  neither  the  class  of  persons  who  had  been  imported  as 
slaves,  nor  their  descendants,  whether  they  had  become  free  or 
not,  were  then  acknowledged  as  a  part  of  the  people,  nor  intended 
to  be  included  in  the  general  words  used  in  that  memorable 
instrument. 

It  is  dijBScult  at  this  day  to  realize  the  state  of  public  opinion 
in  relation  to  that  unfortunate  race,  which  prevailed  in  the  civil- 
ized and  enlightened  portions  of  the  world  at  the  time  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  and  when  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  was  framed  and  adopted.  But  the  public  history 
of  every  European  natian  displays  it  in  a  manner  too  plain  to  be 
mistaken. 

They  had  for  more  than  a  century  before  been  regarded  as 
beings  of  an  inferior  order,  and  altogether  unfit  to  associate  with  the 
white  race,  either  in  social  or  political  relations ;  and  so  far  inferior, 
that  they  had  no  rights  which  the  white  man  was  bound  to  re- 
spect ;  and  that  the  negro  might  justly  and  lawfully  be  reduced 
to  slavery  for  his  benefit.  He  was  bought  and  sold,  and  treated 
as  an  ordinary  article  of  merchandise  and  traflSc,  whenever  a 
profit  could  be  made  by  it.  This  opinion  was  at  that  time  fixed 
and  universal  in  the  civilized  portion  of  the  white  race.  It  was 
regarded  as  an  axiom  in  morals  as  well  as  in  politics,  which  no 

one  thought  of  disputing,  or  supposed  to  be  open  to  dispute ;  and 
4S 
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men  in  every  grade  and  position  in  society  daily  and  habitually 
acted  upon  it  in  their  private  pursuits,  as  well  as  in  matters  of 
public  concern,  without  doubting  for  a  moment  the  correctness  of 
this  opinion. 

And  in  no  nation  was  this  opinion  more  firmly  fixed  or  more 
uniformly  acted  upon  than  by  the  English  Government  and  En- 
glish people.  They  not  only  seized  them  on  the  coast  of  Africa, 
and  sold  them  or  held  them  in  slavery  for  their  own  use ;  but 
they  took  them  as  ordinary  articles  of  merchandise  to  every 
country  where  they  could  make  a  profit  on  them,  and  were  far 
more  extensively  engaged  in  this  commerce,  than  any  other  nation 
in  the  world. 

The  opinion  thus  entertained  and  acted  upon  in  England  was 
naturally  impressed  upon  the  colonies  they  founded  on  this  side 
of  the  Atlantic.  And,  accordingly,  a  negro  of  the  African  race 
was  regarded  by  them  as  an  article  of  property,  and  held,  and 
bought  and  sold  as  such,  in  every  one  of  the  thirteen  colonies 
which  united  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  and  afterward 
formed  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  The  slaves  were 
more  or  less  numerous  in  the  difierent  colonies,  as  slave  labor  was 
found  more  or  less  profitable.  But  no  one  seems  to  have  doubted 
the  correctness  of  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the  time. 

The  legislation  of  the  difierent  colonies  furnishes  poBitive  and 
indisputable  proof  of  this  fact. 

It  would  be  tedious,  in  this  opinion,  to  enumerate  the  various 
laws  they  passed  upon  this  subject.  It  will  be  sufficient,  as  a 
sample  of  the  legislation  which  then  generally  prevailed  through- 
out the  British  colonies,  to  give  the  laws  of  two  of  them ;  one 
being  still  a  large  slaveholding  State,  and  the  other  the  first  State 
in  which  slavery  ceased  to  exist. 

The  province  of  Maryland,  in  1717,  (chap,  xiii,  s.  5,)  passed  a 
law  declaring  "  that  if  any  free  negro  or  mulatto  intermarry  with 
any  white  woman,  or  if  any  white  man  shall  intermarry  with  any 
negro  or  mulatto  woman,  such  negro  or  mulatto  shall  become  a 
slave  during  life,  excepting  mulattoes  born  of  white  women,  who, 
for  such  intermarriage,  shall  only  become  servants  for  seven 
years,  to  be  disposed  of  as  the  justices  of  the  county  court,  where 
such  marriage  so  happens,  shall  think  fit;  to  be  applied  by  them 
toward  the  support  of  a  public  school  within  the  said  county. 
And  any  white  man  or  white  woman  who  shall  intermarry  as 
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mfafesaid,  with  any  n^io  or  mulatto,  such  white  man  or  white 
womao  shall  become  senrants  during  the  term  of  seven  years, 
and  shall  be  disposed  of  by  the  justices  as  aforesaid,  and  be 
applied  to  the  uses  aforesaid. '^ 

The  oth^  colonial  law  to  which  we  refer  was  passed  by  Massa* 
chos^ts  in  1705,  (chap.  Ti.)  It  is  entitled  ^^An  act  for  the  better 
preventing  of  a  spurious  and  mixed  issue,''  etc.;  and  it  provides, 
that  ^^if  any  n^ro  or  mulatto  shall  presume  to  smite  or  strike 
any  person  of  the  English  or  other  Christian  nation,  such  negro 
or  mulatto  shall  be  severely  whipped,  at  the  discretion  of  the  jus- 
tices before  whom  the  offender  shall  be  convicted.-' 

And  ^^that  none  of  her  Majesty ^s  English  or  Scottish  subjects, 
nor  of  any  other  Christian  nation,  within  this  province,  shall  con- 
tract matrimony  with  any  negro  or  mulatto ;  no^  shall  any  per- 
son, duly  authorized  to  solemnize  marriage,  presume  to  join  any 
such  in  marriage,  on  pain  of  forfeiting  the  sum  of  fifty  pounds ; 
one  moiety  thereof  to  her  Majesty,  for  and  toward  the  support  of 
the  Government  within  this  province,  and  the  other  moiety  to  him 
or  them  that  shall  inform  and  sue  for  the  same  in  any  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's courts  of  record  within  the  province,  by  bill,  plaint,  or 
information." 

We  give  both  of  these  laws  in  the  words  used  by  the  respective 
l^slative  bodies,  because  the  language  in  which  they  are  framed, 
as  well  as  the  provisions  contained  in  them,  show,  too  plainly  to 
be  misunderstood,  the  degraded  condition  of  this  unhappy  race. 
They  were  still  in  force  when  the  Kevolution  began,  and  are  a 
&ithM  index  to  the  state  of  feeling  toward  the  class  of  persons 
of  whom  they  speak,  and  of  the  position  they  occupied  through- 
out the  thirteen  colonies,  in  the  eyes  and  thoughts  of  the  men  who 
framed  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  established  tlie  State 
Constitutions  and  Governments.  They  show  that  a  perpetual  and 
impassable  barrier  was  intended  to  be  erected  between  the  white 
race  and  the  one  which  they  had  reduced  to  slavery,  and  governed 
as  subjects  with  absolute  and  despotic  power,  and  which  they  then 
looked  upon  as  so  far  below  them  in  the  scale  of  created  beings, 
that  intermarriages  between  white  persons  and  negroes  or  mulat- 
toes  were  regarded  as  unnatural  and  immoral,  and  punished 
as  crimes,  not  only  in  the  parties,  but  in  the  person  who  joined 
them  in  marriage.  And  no  distinction  in  this  respect  was 
made  between  the  free  negro  or  mulatto  and   the  slave,  but 
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this  stigma,  of  the  deepest  degradation,  was  fixed   upon  the 
whole  race. 

We  refer  to  these  historical  facts  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
fixed  opinions  concerning  that  race,  upon  which  the  statesmen  of 
that  day  spoke  and  acted.  It  is  necessary  to  do  this,  in  order  to 
determine  whether  the  general  terms  used  in  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  as  to  the  rights  of  man  and  the  rights  of  the 
people,  was  intended  to  include  them,  or  to  give  to  them  or  their 
posterity  the  benefit  of  any  of  its  provisions. 

The  language  of  the  Declaration  of  Independenoe  is  equally 
conclusive : 

It  begins  by  declaring  ^^  that  when  in  the  course  of  human 
events  it  becomes  necessary  for  one  people  to  dissolve  the  political 
bands  which  have  connected  them  with  another,  and  to  assume 
among  the  powers  of  the  earth  the  separate  and  equal  station  to 
which  the  laws  of  nature  and  nature^s  God  entitle  them,  a  decent 
respect  for  the  opinions  of  mankind  requires  that  they  should 
declare  the  causes  which  impel  them  to  the  separation." 

It  then  proceeds  to  say  :  ^'  We  hold  these  truths  to  bo  self-evi- 
dent :  that  all  men  are  created  equal ;  that  they  are  endowed  by 
their  Creator  with  certain  unalienable  rights ;  that  among  them 
is  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness ;  that  to  secure  these 
rights.  Governments  are  instituted,  deriving  their  just  powers 
from  the  consent  of  the  governed." 

The  general  words  above  quoted  would  seem  to  embrace  the 
whole  human  family,  and  if  they  were  used  in  a  similar  instru- 
ment  at  this  day  would  be  so  understood.  But  it  is  too  clear  for 
dispute,  that  the  enslaved  African  race  were  not  intended  to  be 
included,  and  formed  no  part  of  the  people  who  firamed  and 
adopted  this  declaration ;  for  if  the  language,  as  understood  in 
that  day,  would  embrace  them,  the  conduct  of  the  distinguished 
men  who  framed  the  Declaration  of  Independence  would  have 
been  utterly  and  flagrantly  inconsistent  with  the  principles  they 
asserted ;  and  instead  of  the  sympathy  of  mankind,  to  which  they 
so  confidently  appealed,  they  would  have  deserved  and  received 
universal  rebuke  and  reprobation. 

Yet  the  men  who  framed  this  declaration  were  great  men — ^high 
in  literary  acquirements — high  in  their  sense  of  honor,  and  inca- 
pable  of  asserting  principles  inconsistent  with  those  on  which  they 
were  acting.    They  perfectly  understood  the  meaning  of  the  Ian* 
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gnage  they  used,  and  how  it  would  be  understood  by  others ;  and 
they  knew  that  it  would  not  in  any  part  of  the  civilized  world  be 
supposed  to  embrace  the  negro  race,  which  by  common  consent, 
had  been  excluded  from  civilized  Governments  and  the  family  of 
natioDS,  and  doomed  to  slavery.  They  spoke  and  acted  according 
to  the  then  established  doctrines  and  principles,  and  in  the  ordi- 
nary language  of  the  day,  and  no  one  misunderstood  them.  The 
unhappy  black  race  were  separated  from « the  white  by  indelible 
marks,  and  laws  long  before  established,  and  were  never  thought 
of  or  spoken  of  except  as  property,  and  when  the  claims  of  the 
owner  or  the  profit  of  the  ti'ader  were  supposed  to  need  pro- 
tection. 

This  state  of  public  opinion  had  undergone  no  change  when  the 
Constitution  was  adopted,  as  is  equally  evident  from  its  provi- 
sions and  language. 

The  brief  preamble  sets  forth  by  whom  it  was  formed,  for  what 
purposes,  and  for  whose  benefit  and  protection.  It  declares  that 
it  is  formed  by  the  people  of  the  United  States ;  that  is  to  say,  by 
those  who  were  members  of  the  difierent  political^ communities  in 
the  several  States ;  and  its  great  object  is  declared  to  be  to  secure 
the  blessings  of  liberty  to  themselves  and  their  posterity.  It 
speaks  in  general  terms  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
citizens  of  the  several  States,  when  it  is  providing  for  the  exercise 
of  the  powefs  granted  or  the  privileges  secured  to  the  citizen.  It 
does  not  define  what  description  of  persons  are  intended  to  be  in- 
cluded under  these  terms,  or  who  shall  be  regarded  as  a  citizen 
land  one  of  the  people.  It  uses  them  as  terms  so  well  understood, 
that  no  further  description  or  definition  was  necessary. 

But  there  are  two  clauses  in  the  Constitution  which  point  di- 
rectly and  specifically  to  the  negro  race  as  a  separate  class  of  per- 
sons, and  show  clearly  that  they  were  not  regarded  as  a  portion 
of  the  people  or  citizens  of  the  Government  then  formed. 

One  of  these  clauses  reserves  to  each  of  the  thirteen  States  the 
right  to  import  slaves  until  the  year  1808,  if  it  thinks  proper. 
And  the  importation  which  it  thus  sanctions  was  unquestionably 
of  persons  of  the  race  of  which  we  are  speaking,  as  the  traffic  in 
slaves  in  the  United  States  had  always  been  confined  to  them. 
And  by  the  other  provision  the  States  pledge  themselves  to  each 
other  to  maintain  the  right  of  property  of  the  master,  by  deliver- 
ing up  to  him  any  slave  who  may  have  escaped  from  his  service, 
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!  and  be  found  within  their  respective  territories.     By  the  first 

above-mentioned  clause,  therefore,  the  right  to  purchase  and  hold 
this  property  is  directly  sanctioned  and  authorized  for  twenty 
years  by  the  people  who  framed  the  Constitution.  And  by  the 
second,  they  pledge  themselves  to  maintain  and  uphold  the  right 
of  the  master  in  the  manner  specified,  as  long  as  the  Government 
they  then  formed  should  endure.  And  these  two  provisions 
show,  conclusively,  that  neither  the  description  of  persons  therein 
referred  to,  nor  their  descendants,  were  embraced  in  any  of  the 
other  provisions  of  the  Constitution;  for  certainly  these  two 
clauses  were  not  intended  to  confer  on  them  or  their  posterity 
the  blessings  of  liberty,  or  any  of  the  personal  rights  so  carefully 
provided  for  the  citizen; 

No  one  of  that  race  had  ever  migrated  to  the  United  States  vol- 
untarily ;  all  of  them  had  been  brought  here  as  articles  of  mer- 
chandise. The  number  that  had  been  emancipated  at  that  time 
were  but  few  in  comparison  with  those  held  in  slavery ;  and  they 
were  identified  in  the  public  mind  with  the  race  to  which  they  be- 
longed, and  regarded  as  a  part  of  the  slave  population  rather  than 
the  free.  It  is  obvious  that  they  were  not  even  in  the  minds  of 
the  firamers  of  the  Constitution  when  they  were  conferring  sp^al 
rights  and  privileges  upon  the  citizens  of  a  State  in  every  oUier 
part  of  the  Union. 

Indeed,  when  we  look  to  the  condition  of  this  race  in  the  sev- 
eral States  at  the  time,  it  is  impossible  to  believe  that  these  rights 
and  privileges  were  intended  to  be  extended  to  them.. 

It  is  very  true,  that  in  that  portion  of  the  Union  where  the  labor 
of  the  negro  race  was  found  to  be  nnsuited  to  the  climate  and  un- 
profitable to  the  master,  but  few  slaves  were  held  at  the  time  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independence ;  and  when  the  Constitation  was 
adopted,  it  had  entirely  worn  out  in  one  of  them,  and  measures 
had  been  taken  for  its  gradual  abolition  in  several  others.    Bot 
this  change  had  not  been  produced  by  any  change  of  opinion  in 
relation  to  this  race ;  but  because  it  was  discovered,  from  experi- 
ence, that  slave  labor  was  nnsuited  to  the  climate  and  prodnctioDS 
of  these  States :  for  some  of  the  States,  where  it  had  ceased  or 
nearly  ceased  to  exist,  were  actively  engaged  in  the  slave  trade, 
procuring  cargoes  on  the  coast  of  Afi-ica,  and  transporting  tiiem 
for  sale  to  those  parts  of  the  Union  where  their  labor  was  found 
to  be  profitable,  and  suited  to  the  climate  and  productions.    And 
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this  traffic  was  openly  carried  on,  and  fortunes  accumulated 
by  it,  without  reproach  from  the  people  of  the  States  where 
they  resided.  And  it  can  hardly  be  supposed  that,  in  the  States 
where  it  was  tlien  countenanced  in  its  worst  form — that  is, 
in  the  seizure  and  transportation — the  people  could  have  regarded 
those  who  were  emancipated  as  entitled  to  equal  rights  with 
themselves. 

And  we  may  here  again  refer,  in  support  of  this  proposi- 
tion, to  the  plain  and  unequivocal  language  of  the  laws  of  the  sev- 
eral States,  some  passed  after  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
and  before  the  Constitution  was  adopted,  and  some  since  the  Gov- 
ernment went  into  operation. 

We  need  not  refer,  on  this  point,  particularly  to  the  laws  of  the 
present  slaveholding  States.  Their  statute  books  are  full  of  pro- 
visions in  relation  to  this  class,  in  the  same  spirit  with  the  Mary- 
land law  which  we  have  before  quoted.  They  have  continued  to 
treat  them  as  an  inferior  class,  and  to  subject  them  to  strict  police 
/egulations,  drawing  a  broad  line  of  distinction  between  the  citi- 
zen and  the  sfdive  races,  and  legislating  in  relation  to  them  upon 
the  same  principle  which  prevailed  at  the  time  of  the  Declaration 
of  Independence.  As  relates  to  these  States,  it  is  too  plain  for  ar- 
gument, that  they  have  never  been  regarded  as  a  part  of  the  peo- 
ple or  citizens  of  the  State,  nor  supposed  to  possess  any  political 
rights  which  the  dominant  race  might  not  withhold  or  grant  at 
their  pleasure.  And  as  long  ago  as  1822,  the  Court  of  Appeals 
of  Kentucky  decided  that  free  negroes  and  mulattoes  were  not  citi- 
zens within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States ; 
and  the  correctness  of  this  decision  is  recognized,  and  the  same 
doctrine  affirmed,  in  1  Meig's  Tenn.  Reports,  331. 

And  if  we  turn  to  the  legislation  of  the  States  where  slavery 
had  worn  out,  or  measures  taken  for  its  speedy  abolition,  we  shall 
find  the  same  opinions  and  principles  equally  fixed  and  equally 
acted  upon. 

Thus,  Massachusetts,  in  1786,  passed  a  law  similar  to  the  colo- 
nial one  of  which  we  have  spoken.  The  law  of  1786,  like  the  law 
of  1705,  forbids  the  marriage  of  any  white  person  with  any  negro, 
Indian,  or  mulatto,  and  inflicts  a  penalty  of  fifty  pounds  upon  any 
one  who  shall  join  them  in  marriage ;  and  declares  all  such  mar- 
riages absolutely  null  and  void,  and  degrades  thus  the  unhappy 
issue  of  the  marriage  by  fixing  upon  it  the  stain  of  bastardy. 
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And  this  mark  of  degradation  was  renewed  and  again  impressed 
upon  the  race,  in  the  careful  and  deliberate  preparation  of  their 
revised  code,  published  in  1836.  This  code  forbids  any  person 
from  joining  in  man*iage  any  white  person  with  any  Indian, 
negro,  or  mulatto,  and  subjects  the  party  who  shall  offend  in  this 
respect,  to  imprisonment,  not  exceeding  six  months  in  the  com- 
mon jail,  or  to  hard  labor,  and  to  a  fine  of  not  less  than  fifty  nor 
more  than  two  hundred  dollars ;  and  like  the  law  of  1786,  it  de- 
clares the  marriage  to  be  absolutely  null  and  void.  It  will  be 
seen  that  the  punishment  is  increased  by  the  code  upon  the  per- 
son who  shall  marry  them,  by  adding  in^prisonment  to  a  i>ecuni- 
ary  penalty. 

So,  too,  in  Connecticut.  We  refer  more  particularly  to  the  leg- 
islation of  this  State,  because  it  was  not  only  among  the  first  to 
put  an  end  to  slavery  within  its  own  territory,  but  was  the  first  to 
fix  a  mark  of  reprobation  upon  the  African  slave  trade.  The  law 
last  mentioned  was  passed  in  October,  1788,  about  nine  montha 
after  the  State  had  ratified  and  adopted  the  present  ConstitiitioB 
of  the  Unitied  States ;  and  by  that  law  it  prohibit^  its  own  citi* 
zens,  under  severe  penalties,  from  engaging  in  the  trade,  and  de- 
clared all  policies  of  insurance  on  the  vessel  or  cargo  ncuuie  in  the 
State  to  be  null  and  void.  But  up  to  the  time  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Constitution,  there  is  nothing  in  the  legislation  of  the  State  in- 
dicating any  change  of  opinion  as  to  the  relative  rights  and  posi- 
tion of  the  white  and  black  races  in  this  country,  or  indicating 
that  it  meant  to  place  the  latter,  when  free,  upon  a  level  with  its 
citizens.  And  certainly  nothing  which  would  have  led  the  slave- 
holding  States  to  suppose  that  Connecticut  designed  to  claim  for 
them,  under  the  new  Constitution,  the  equal  rights  and  privil^eB 
and  rank  of  citizens  in  every  other  State. 

The  first  step  taken  by  Connecticut  upon  this  subject  was  as 
early  as  1774,  when  it  passed  an  act  forbidding  the  farther  impor- 
tation of  slaves  into  the  State.  But  the  section  containing  the 
prohibition  is  introduced  by  the  following  preamble : 

*''  And  whereas  the  increase  of  slaves  in  this  State  is  injurious 
to  the  poor,  and  inconvenient." 

This  recital  would  appear  to  have  been  careftilly  introduced,  in 
order  to  prevent  any  misunderstanding  of  the  motive  which  in- 
duced the  Legislature  to  pass  the  law,  and  places  it  distinctly  upon 
the  interest  and  convenience  of  the  white  population — exduding 
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die  inference  that  it  might  have  been  intended  in  any  degree  for 
the  benefit  of  the  other. 

And  in  the  act  of  1784,  by  which  the  issue  of  slaves,  born 
after  the  time  therein  mentioned,  were  to  be  free  at  a  certain  age, 
the  section  is  again  introduced  by  a  preamble  assigning  a  similar 
motive  for  the  act.    It  is  in  these  words : 

"  Whereas  sound  policy  requires  that  the  abolition  of  slavery 
should  be  effected  as  soon  as  may  be  consistent  with  the  rights  of 
individuals,  and  the  public  safety  and  welfare  " — showing  that  the 
right  of  property  in  the  master  was  to  be  protected,  and  that  the 
measure  was  one  of  policy,  and  to  prevent  the  injury  and  incon- 
yenience,  to  the  whites,  of  a  slave  population  in  the  State. 

And  still  further  pursuing  its  legislation,  we  find  that  in  the 
same  statute  passed  in  1774,  which  prohibited  the  further  impor- 
tation of  slaves  into  the  State^  there  is  also  a  provision  by  which 
any  negro,  Indian,  or  mulatto  servant,  who  was  found  wandering 
ont  of  the  town  or  place  to  which  he  belonged,  without  a  written 
pass  such  as  is  therein  described,  was  made  liable  to  be  seized  by 
any  one,  and  tak^  before  the  next  authority  to  be  examined  and 
delivered  up  to  hisvmaster — ^who  was  required  to  pay  the  charge 
which  had  accrued  thereby.  And  a  subsequent  section  of  the 
same  law  provides,  that  if  any  free  negro  shall  travel  without 
such  pass,  and  shall  be  stopped,  seized,  or  taken  up,  he  shall  pay 
all  charges  arising  thereby.  And  this  law  was  in  full  operation 
when  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  adopted,  and  was 
not  repealed  till  1797.  So  that  up  to  that  time  free  negroes  and 
mnlattoes  were  associated  with  sei'vants  and  slaves  in  the  police 
regulations  established  by  the  laws  of  the  State. 

And  again,  in  1833,  Connecticut  passed  another  law,  which 
made  it  penal  to  set  up  or  establish  any  school  in  that  State  for 
the  instruction  of  persons  of  the  African  race  not  inhabitants  of 
the  State,  or  to  instruct  or  teach  in  any  such  school  or  institution, 
or  board  or  harbor  for  that  purpose,  any  such  person,  without  the 
previous  consent  in  writing  of  the  civil  authority  of  the  town  in 
which  such  school  or  institution  might  be. 

And  it  appears  by  the  case  of  Crandall  v.  the  State,  reported  in 
10  Conn.  Kep.,  340,  that  upon  an  information  filed  against  Pru- 
dence Crandall  for  a  violation  of  this  law,  one  of  the  points 
raised  in  the  defense  was,  that  the  law  was  a  violation  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States ;  and  that  the  persons  instructedy 
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although  of  the  African  race,  were  citizens  of  other  States,  and 
therefore  entitled  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  citizens  in  the 
State  of  Connecticut.  But  Chief  Justice  Dagget,  before  whom 
the  case  was  tried,  held,  that  persons  of  that  description  were  not 
citizens  of  a  State,  within  the  meting  of  the  word  citizen  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  were  not  therefore  enti- 
tled to  the  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  other  States. 

The  case  was  carried  up  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Errors  of  the 
State,  and  the  question  fully  argued  there.  But  the  case  went 
off  upon  another  point,  and  no  opinion  was  expressed  on  this 
question. 

We  have  made  this  particular  examination  into  the  legislative 
an4  judicial  action  of  Connecticut,  because,  from  the  early  hos- 
tility it  displayed  to  the  slave  trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  we 
may  expect  to  find  the  laws  of  that  State  as  lenient  and  favorable 
to  the  subject  race  as  those  of  any  other  State  in  the  Union ;  and 
if  we  find  that  at  the  time  the  Constitution  was  adopted,  they 
were  not  even  there  raised  to  the  rank  of  citizens,  but  were  still 
held  and  treated  as  property,  and  the  laws  relatijng  to  them  passed 
with  reference  altogether  to  the  interest  and  convenience  of  the 
white  race,  we  shall  hardly  find  them  elevated  to  a  higher  rank 
any  where  else. 

A  brief  notice  of  the  laws  of  two  other  States,  and  we  shall 
pass  on  to  other  considerations. 

By  the  laws  of  New  Hampshire,  collected  and  finally  passed  in 
1815,  no  one  was  permitted  to  be  enrolled  in  the  militia  of  the 
State  but  free  white  citizens ;  and  the  same  provision  is  found  in 
a  subsequent  collection  of  the  laws,  made  in  1855.  Nothing 
could  more  strongly  mark  the  entire  repudiation  of  the  African 
race.  The  alien  is  excluded,  because,  being  bom  in  a  foreign 
country,  he  can  not  be  a  member  of  the  community  until  he  is 
naturalized.  But  why  are  the  African  race,  born  in  the  State, 
not  permitted  to  share  in  one  of  the  highest  duties  of  a  citizen! 
The  answer  is  obvious  ;  he  is  not,  by  the  institutions  and  laws  of 
the  State,  numbered  among  its  people.  He  forms  no  part  of  the 
sovereignty  of  the  State,  and  is  not  therefore  called  on  to  uphold 
and  defend  it. 

Again,  in  1822,  Rhode  Island,  in  its  revised  code,  passed  a 
law  forbidding  persons  who  were  authorized  to  join  persons  in 
marriage,  from  joining  in  marriasre  any  white  person  with  any 
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negro,  Indian,  or  mulatto,  under  the  penalty  of  two  hundred  dol- 
lars, and  declaring  all  such  marriages  absolutely  null  and  void  ; 
and  the  same  law  was  again  re-enacted  in  its  revised  code  of  1844. 
So  that,  down  to  the  last-mentioned  period,  the  strongest  mark  of 
inferiority  and  degradation  was  fastened  upon  the  African  race  in 
that  State. 

It  would  be  impossible  to  enumerate  and  compress  in  the  space 
usually  allotted  to  an  opinion  of  a  court,  the  various  laws,  mark- 
ing the  condition  of  this  race,  which  were  passed  from  time  to 
time  after  the  Kevolution,  and  before  and  since  the  adoption  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  In  addition  to  those  al- 
ready referred  to,  it  is  sufficient  to  say,  that  Chancellor  Kent, 
whose  accuracy  and  research  no  one  will  question,  states  in  the 
sixth  edition  of  his  Commentaries  (published  in  1846,  2  vole., 
258,  note  &,)  that  in  no  part  of  the  country  except  Maine,  did  the 
African  race,  in  point  of  fact,  participate  equally  with  the  whites 
in  the  exercise  of  civil  and  political  rights. 

The  legislation  of  the  States  therefore  shows,  in  a  manner  not 
to  be  mistaken,  the  inferior  and  subject  condition  of  that  race  at 
the  time  the  Constitution  was  adopted,  and  long  afterward, 
throughout  the  thirteen  States  by  which  that  instrument  was 
framed ;  and  it  is  hardly  conSlstent  with  the  respect  due  to  these 
States,  to  suppose  that  they  regarded  at  that  time,  as  fellow  citi- 
zens and  members  of  the  sovereignty,  a  class  of  beings  whom 
they  had  thus  stigmatized ;  whom,  as  we  are  bound,  out  of  respect 
to  the  State  sovereignties,  to  assume  they  had  deemed  it  just  and 
necessary  thus  to  stigmatize,  and  upon  whom  they  had  impressed 
such  deep  and  enduring  marks  of  inferiority  and  degradation ;  or 
that  when  they  met  in  convention  to  form  the  Constitution,  they 
looked  upon  them  as  a  portion  of  their  constituents,  or  designed 
to  include  them  in  the  provisions  so  carefully  inserted  for  the  se- 
curity and  protection  of  the  liberties  and  rights  of  their  citizens. 
It  cannot  be  supposed  that  they  intended  to  secure  to  them  rights, 
and  privileges,  and  rank,  in  the  new  political  body  throughout 
the  Union,  which  every  one  of  them  denied  within  the  limits  of 
its  own  dominion.  More  especially,  it  can  not  be  believed  that 
the  large  slaveholding  States  regarded  them  as  included  in  the 
word  citizens,  or  would  have  consented  to  a  Constitution  which 
might  compel  them  to  receive  them  in  that  character  from  an- 
other State.    For  if  they  were  so  received,  and  entitled  to  the 
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privileges  and  immunities  to  citizens,  it  would  exempt  them  from 
the  operation  of  the  special  laws  and  &om  the  police  regulations 
which  they  considered  to  be  necessary  for  their  own  safety.  It 
would  give  to  persons  of  the  negro  race,  who  were  recognized  as 
citizens  in  any  one  State  of  the  Union,  the  right  to  enter  every 
other  State  whenever  they  pleased,  singly  or  in  companies,  with- 
out pass  or  passport,  and  without  obstruction,  to  sojourn  there  as 
long  as  they  pleased,  to  go  where  they  pleased  at  every  hour  of 
the  day  or  night  without  molestation,  unless  they  committed  some 
violation  of  law  for  which  a  white  man  would  be  punished ;  and 
it  would  give  them  the  full  liberty  of  speech  in  public  and  in  pri- 
vate upon  all  subjects  upon  which  its  own  citizens  might  speak ; 
to  hold  public  meetings  upon  political  affairs,  and  to  keep  and 
carry  arms  wherever  they  went.  And  all  of  this  would  be  done 
in  the  face  of  the  subject  race  of  the  same  color,  both  free  and 
slaves,  and  inevitably  producing  discontent  and  insubordination 
among  them,  and  endangering  the  peace  and  safety  of  the  State. 

It  is  impossible,  it  would  seem,  to  believe  that  the  great  men  of 
the  slaveholding  States,  who  took  so  large  a  share  in  framing  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  exercised  so  much  influence 
in  procuring  its  adoption,  could  have  been  so  forgetful  or  regard- 
less of  their  own  safety  and  the  safety  of  those  who  trusted  and 
confided  in  them.  * 

Besides,  this  want  of  foresight  and  care  would  have  been  utterly 
inconsistent  with  the  caution  displayed  in  providing  for  the  ad- 
mission of  new  members  into  this  political  family.  For,  when 
they  gave  to  the  citizens  of  each  State  the  privileges  and  immu- 
nities of  citizens  in  the  several  States,  they  at  the  same  time  took 
from  the  several  States  the  power  of  naturalization,  and  confined 
that  power  exclusively  to  the  Federal  Government.  No  State  was 
willing  to  permit  another  State  to  determine  who  should  or  should 
not  be  admitted  as  one  of  its  citizens,  and  entitled  to  demand 
equal  rights  and  privileges  with  their  own  people,  within  their 
own  territories.  The  right  of  naturalization  was  therefore,  with 
one  accord,  surrendered  by  the  States,  and  confided  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  And  this  power  granted  to  Congress  to  estab- 
lish an  uniform  rule  of  naturalization  is,  by  the  well  understood 
meaning  of  the  word,  confined  to  persons  born .  in  a  foreign 
country,  under  a  foreign  Government.  It  is  not  a  power  to  raise 
to  the  rank  of  a  citizen  any  one  born  in  the  United  States,  who, 
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from  birth  or  pareotage,  hj  the  laws  of  die  conntrj,  belongs  to  an 
inferior  and  subordinate  class.  And  when  we  find  the  States 
gnarding  themselres  fincMn  die  indiscreet  or  improper  admission 
bj  other  States  of  emigrants  from  other  countries,  bj  giring  the 
power  exdnsivelj  to  Congress,  we  can  not  fail  to  see  that  thejr 
ooold  neTcr  hare  left  with  the  States  a  mnch  more  important 
power — tliat  is,  the  power  of  transfonnii^  into  citizens  a  nnmeroos 
dMss  of  peiEODS,  who  in  that  character  would  be  mnch  more  dan 
gerons  to  the  peace  and  safetf<^  a  large  portion  of  the  Union,  than 
the  few  fereigners  one  of  the  States  might  improperij  natnralize 

The  CoDStitBticHi  npon  its  adoption  obriooslj  took  from  the 
Slates  an  power  br  anr  snbseqnent  legislation  to  introdoee  mb  a 
citizen  IdZo  due  political  femilj  of  the  United  Slates  anr  one,  no 
mattia'  where  lie  was  bc«n«  or  what  might  be  his  character  or 
coalition;  and  it  gare  to  Congress  the  powtr  to  confer  this 
diaraeter  npon  those  hwIj  who  were  bom  outside  c^  the  dominkms 
of  the  UnileJ  Scales.  And  no  law  of  a  Scale,  tbereiore.  jACsed 
since  ihe  Omsdsjo^on  was  adopted,  can  gire  anr  rigbt  <^  a^zim' 
ship  ooi&de  cf  its  own  Untmnj^ 

A  t^JKUsi  F-rTar  lo  tike  one  in  the  CooetafiBta^KL  an  re-latSon  U0 
&e  rigrrt?  aiid  imsLnslii^  of  tsidzeoh  of  one  &Late  in  tiie  <dber 
Scstes.  was  ccctiauKd  in  tiie  ailades  cf  Coo&oertfkuL  B«t  there 
IS  n  cifrsrtcioe  <i(<f  iMZi^:iM^t^  wbSe&  is  wcstar  of  x^jfL  Tbit  pro- 
TiskA  izi  izxi  AnSel^es <d Ojo&^ierxLiOsi  was  ^vaai:k^/r€^  imAti^ 
UamU  of  e&:2i  c^  ta*e  Siau:§.  panperE.  Ta^abcMifS.  and  lagztiTei 
fix«m  jiuECj%.  exoepb&<L  cdicnad  ut  eaztrckfi  to  aH  tsie  jjtm^^tpa^  and 
inntmirDec  of  fr«r  •itlKiie  11  lie  sereraJ  Scause.^ 

In  wfZ  ifS:  obbirrfri.  doc  Ttuaer  tids  CosfedczataiosL  esK^  StaSe 
had  :ake  nr^t  v.*  ^tjcd^  f <Lr  isbelC  and  in  iss  own  triimnajs.  whtan:  h 
woiLid  a!^c>wi^ij?e  m  a  £-^  IzxiialcaLiKt  of  asiodnts-  fexase.  de 
term  ^/>^  iul^^iXarJL  ii:  t2i»:  leeiienJiitT  of  j:^  vanaoL.  wtmic  oer- 
taixjT  ixif^lnde  ixut  of  dte  Airicac  mtse  wbt;  xdio  umi&  maxiuaused. 
Bm  nc'  »T»TrjiV  -Tfr  uuiik.  txL  tK;  £mxiC  cif  iiie  admisaituii  w  all 
ti*e  j»r;vliif.g*s  uf  ^jiieutxii}^  Ii  tii: v  ^a:;^  of  tiit  Uia-.o:  a&er  ihese 
wru^at  ^wert  i^jnii^  find  wiilkr  luej  ouoisisiiMiQ  in  fgrof:.  And. 
zkocwjmsi&iidiijir  ^t  ^tsxi^sEfcuij  of  uk:  words  "^ik^^  intdMihaing,^ 
it  is  ^{?7  ti^ear  liiSL  ii'j'jardiiir  u*  tLeir  acoe^aed  mieaiii&^  ii^  that 
dar.  -dt^-r  did  nirt  in^^ndt  tut:  Airi^aL  ra^Pf;.  witetnt?  ^fese  ur  sua: 
£0-  dit  irfci-  c^^r^i^  of  tilt:  iiindi  ar^cje  jsv^iues  d«:  dm^tm 
s^inud  lurre  tii^  }A^wer  ''  U/  apiier  n}#oz.  ttttr  nuniMr  uf  iann  iurcas 
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to  be  raised,  and  to  make  requisitions  from  each  State  for 
its  quota  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  white  inhabitants  in 
such  State,  which  requisition  should  be  binding." 

Words  could  hardly  have  been  used  which  more  strongly  mark 
the  line  of  distinction  between  the  citizen  and  the  subject ;  the 
free  and  the  subjugated  races.  The  latter  were  not  even  counted 
when  the  inhabitants  of  a  State  were  to  be  embodied  in  propor- 
tion to  its  numbers  for  the  general  defense.  And  it  can  not  for 
a  moment  be  supposed,  that  a  class  of  persons  thus  separated  and 
rejected  from  those  who  formed  the  sovereignty  of  the  States, 
were  yet  intended  to  be  included  under  the  words  "free  inhabi- 
tants," in  the  preceding  article,  to  whom  privileges  and  immuni- 
ties were  so  carefully  secured  in  every  State. 

But  although  this  clause  of  the  articles  of  Confederation  is  the 
same  in  principle  with  that  inserted  in  the  Constitution,  yet  the 
comprehensive  word  inhabitanty  which  might  be  construed  to 
include  an  emancipated  slave,  is  omitted ;  and  the  privilege  is 
confined  to  citizens  of  the  State.  And  this  alteration  in  words 
would  hardly  have  been  made,  unless  a  different  meaning  was 
intended  to  be  conveyed,  or  a  possible  doubt  removed.  The  just 
and  fair  inference  is,  that  as  this  privilege  was  about  to  be  placed 
under  the  protection  of  the  General  Government,  and  the  words 
expounded  by  its  tribunals,  and  all  power  in  relation  to  it  taken 
from  the  State  and  its  courts,  it  was  deemed  prudent  to  describe 
with  precision  and  caution  the  persons  to  whom  this  high  privi- 
lege was  given — and  the  word  citizen  was  on  that  account  sub- 
stituted for  the  words  free  inhabitant.  The  word  citizen  excluded, 
and  no  doubt  intended  to  exclude,  foreigners  who  had  not  become 
citizens  of  some  one  of  the  States  when  the  Constitution  was 
adopted ;  and  also  every  description  of  persons  who  were  not 
fully  recognized  as  citizens  in  the  several  States.  This,  upon 
any  fair  construction  of  the  instruments  to  which  we  have 
referred,  was  evidently  the  object  and  purpose  of  this  change  of 
words. 

To  all  this  mass  of  proof  we  have  still  to  add,  that  Congress 
has  repeatedly  legislated  upon  the  same  construction  of  the  Con- 
stitution that  we  have  given.  Three  laws,  two  of  which  were 
passed  almost  immediately  after  the  Government  went  into  opera- 
tion, will  be  abundantly  sufficient  to  show  this.  The  two  first 
are  particularly  worthy  of  notice,  because  many  of  the  men  who 
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assisted  in  framing  the  Constitution,  and  took  an  active  part  in 
procuring  its  adoption,  were  then  in  the  halls  of  legislation,  and 
certainly  understood  what  they  meant  when  they  used  the  words 
"people  of  the  United  States"  and  "citizen"  in  that  well-con- 
sidered instrament. 

The  fii*st  of  these  acts  is  the  naturalization  law,  which  was 
passed  at  the  second  session  of  the  first  Congress,  March  26, 1790, 
and  confines  the  right  of  becoming  citizens  "  to  aliens  being  free 
white  pereon^P 

Now,  the  Constitution  does  not  limit  the  power  of  Congress  in 
this  respect  to  white  persons.  And  they  may,  if  they  think  proper, 
authorize  the  naturalization  of  any  one  of  any  color,  who  was 
born  under  allegiance  to  another  Qovernment.  Bat  the  language 
of  the  law  above  quoted,  shows  that  citizenship  at  that  time  was 
perfectly  understood  to  be  confined  to  the  white  race ;  and  that 
they  alone  constituted  the  sovereignty  in  the  Government. 

Congress  might,  as  we  before  said,  have  authorized  the  naturali- 
zation of  Indians,  because  they  were  aliens  and  foreigners.  But,  in 
their  then  untutored  and  savage  state,  no  one  would  have  thought 
of  admitting  them  as  citizens  in  a  civilized  community.  And, 
moreover,  the  atrocities  they  had  but  recently  committed,  when 
they  were  the  allies  of  Great  Britain  in  the  Revolutionary  war, 
were  yet  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  and  they  were  even  then  guarding  themselves  against  the 
threatened  renewal  of  Indian  hostilities.  No  one  supposed  then 
that  any  Indian  would  ask  for,  or  was  capable  of  enjoying  the 
privileges  of  an  American  citizen,  and  the  word  white  was  not 
used  with  any  particular  reference  to  them. 

Neither  was  it  used  with  any  reference  to  the  African  race  im- 
ported into  or  born  in  this  country;  because  Congress  had  no 
power  to  naturalize  them,  and  therefore  there  was  no  necessity  for 
using  particular  words  to  exclude  them. 

It  would  seem  to  have  been  used  merely  because  it  followed  out 
the  line  of  division  which  the  Constitution  has  drawn  between  the 
citizen  race,  who  formed  and  held  the  Government,  and  the  Afri- 
can race,  which  they  held  in  subjection  and  slavery,  and  governed 
at  their  own  pleasure. 

Another  of  the  early  laws  of  which  we  have  spoken,  is  the  first 
militia  law,  which  was  passed  in  1792,  at  the  first  session  of  the 
second  Congress.    The  language  of  this  law  is  equally  plain  and 


768  THE   DBED    SCOTT  DECISION. 

significant  with  the  one  jnst  mentioned.  It  directs  that  eveiy 
^'  free  able-bodied  white  male  citizen  "  ehall  be  enrolled  in  the 
militia.  Tlie  word  white  is  evidently  used  to  exclude  the  African 
race,  and  the  word  ^^  citizen  "  to  exclude  unnaturalized  foreigners ; 
the  latter  forming  no  part  of  the  sovereignty,  owing  it  no-  alli- 
ance, and  therefore  under  no  obligation  to  defend  it.  The  African 
race,  however,  born  in  the  country,  did  owe  allegiance  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, whether  they  were  slaves  or  free ;  but  it  is  repudiated, 
and  rejected  from  the  duties  and  obligations  of  citizenship  in 
marked  language. 

The  third  act  to  which  we  have  alluded  is  even  still  more  de- 
cisive ;  it  was  passed  as  late  as  1813,  (2  Stat., -809,)  «nd  it  pro^ 
vides :  ^'  that  from  and  after  the  termination  of  the  war  in  which 
the  United  States  are  now  engaged  with  Great  Britain,  it  shall 
not  be  lawful  to  employ,  on  board  of  any  public  or  private  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  any  person  or  persons  except  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  or  persons  of  color,  natives  of  the  United  States." 

Here  the  line  of  distinction  is  drawn  in  express  words.  Per^ 
sons  of  color,  in  the  judgment  of  Congress,  were  not  included  in 
the  word  citizens,  and  they  are  described  as  another  and  different 
class  of  persons,  and  authorized  to  be  employed,  if  bom  in  the 
United  States. 

And  even  as  late  as  1820,  (chap,  civ,  <6ec.  8,)  in  the  charter  to 
the  city  of  Washington,  the  corporation  is  aulhorized  ^^  to  restrain 
and  prohibit  the  nightly  and  other  disorderly  meetings  of  slaves, 
free  negroes,  and  mulattoes,"  thus  associating  them  together  in 
its  legislation  ;  and  after  prescribing  the  punishment  that  may  be 
inflicted  on  the  slaves,  proceeds  in  the  following  words :  "  And  to 
punish  such  free  negroes  and  mulattoes  by  penalties  not  exceeding 
twenty  dollars  for  any  one  offense ;  and  in  case  of  the  inability 
of  any  such  free  negro  or  mulatto  to  pay  any  such  penalty  and 
cost  thereon,  to  cause  him  or  her  to  be  confined  to  labor  for  any 
time  not  exceeding  six  calendar  uionths."  And  in  a  subsequent 
part  of  the  same  section,  the  act  authorizes  the  corporation  ^'  to 
prescribe  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which  free  negroes  and 
mulattoes  may  reside  in  the  city." 

This  law,  like  the  laws  of  the  States,  shows  that  this  class  of 
persons  were  governed  by  special  legislation  directed  expressly  to 
them,  and  always  connected  with  provisions  for  the  government 
of  slaves,  and  not  with  those  for  the  government  of  free  white  citi- 
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zens.  And  after  such  an  uniform  course  of  legislation  as  we 
have  stated,  by  the  colonies,  by  the  States,  and  by  Congress,  run- 
ning through  a  period  of  more  than  a  century,  it  would  seem  that 
to  call  persons  thus  marked  and  stigmatized,  ^'  citizens  "  of  the 
United  States,  "  fellow-citizens,"  a  constituent  part  of  the  sover- 
eignty, would  be  an  abuse  of  terms,  and  not  calculated  to  exalt 
the  character  of  an  American  citizen  in  the  eyes  of  other  nations. 

The  conduct  of  the  Executive  Department  of  the  Government 
has  been  in  perfect  harmony  upon  this  subject  with  this  course  of 
legislation.  The  question  was  brought  officially  before  the  late 
William  Wirt,  when  he  was  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  in  1821,  and  he  decided  that  the  words  '^  citizens  of  the 
United  States "  were  used  in  the  acts  of  Congress  in  the  same 
sense  as  in  the  Constitution  ;  and  that  free  persons  of  color  were 
not  citizens,  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution  and  laws :  and 
this  opinion  has  been  confirmed  by  that  of  the  late  Attorney 
General,  Caleb  Cushing,  in  a  recent  case,  and  acted  upon  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  refused  to  grant  passports  to  them  as 
"  citizens  of  the  United  States." 

But  it  is  said  that  a  person  may  be  a  citizen,  and  entitled  to  that 
character,  although  he  does  not  possess  all  the  rights  which  may 
belong  to  other  citizens ;  as,  for  example,  the  right  to  vote,  or  to 
hold  particular  offices ;  and  that  yet,  when  he  goes  into  another 
State,  he  is  entitled  to  be  recognized  there  as  a  citizen,  although 
the  State  may  measure  his  rights  by  the  rights  which  it  allows  to 
persons  of  a  like  character  or  class  resident  in  the  State,  and  refuse 
to  him  the  full  rights  of  citizenship. 

This  argument  overlooks  the  language  of  the  provision  in  the 
Constitution  of  which  we  are  speaking. 

Undoubtedly,  a  person  may  be  a  citizen,  that  is,  a  member  of 
the  community  who  form  the  sovereignty,  although  he  exercises 
no  share  of  the  political  power,  and  is  incapacitated  from  holding 
particular  office.  Women  and  minors,  who  form  a  part  of  the 
political  family,  can  not  vote ;  and  when  a  property  qualification 
is  required  to  vote  or  hold  a  particular  office,  those  who  have  not 
the  necessary  qualification  can  not  vote  or  hold  the  office,  yet  they 
are  citizens. 

So,  too,  a  person  may  be  entitled  to  vote  by  the  law  of  the 

State,  who  is  not  a  citizen  even  of  the  State  itself.     And  in  some 

of  the  States  of  the  Union  foreigners  not  naturalized  are  allowed 
49 
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to  vote.  And  the  State  may  give  the  right  to  free  negroes  and 
mulattoes,  bat  that  does  not  make  them  oitizens  of  the  State,  and 
still  less  of  the  United  States.  And  the  provision  in  the  Consti- 
tution giving  privileges  and  immunities  in  other  States,  does  not 
apply  to  them. 

Neither  does  it  apply  to  a  person  who,  being  die  citizen  of  a 
State,  migrates  to  another  State.  For  then  he  becomes  subject 
to  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  he  lives,  and  he  is  no  longer  a 
citizen  of  the  State  from  which  he  removed.  And  the  State  in 
which  he  resides  may  then,  unquestionably,  determine  his  status 
or  condition,  and  place  him  among  the  class  of  persons  who  are 
not  recognized  as  citizens,  but  belong  to  an  inferior  and  subject 
race ;  and  may  deny  him  the  privileges  and  infmunities  enjoyed 
by  its  citizens. 

But  so  far  as  mere  rights  of  persons  are  concerned,  the  pro- 
vision in  question  is  confined  to  citizens  of  a  State  who  are  tem- 
porarily in  another  State  without  taking  up  their  residence  there. 
It  gives  them  i^^o  political  rights  in  the  State,  as  to  voting  or  hold- 
ing office,  or  in  any  other  respect.  For  a  citizen  of  one  State  has 
no  right  to  participate  in  the  government  of  another.  Bat  if  he 
ranks  as  a  citizen  in  the  State  to  which  he  belongs,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  then,  whenever 
he  goes  into  another  State,  the  Constitution  clothes  him,  as  to  the 
rights  of  person,  with  all  the  privileges  and  immunities  which 
belong  to  citizens  of  the  State.  And  if  persons  of  the  African 
race  are  citizens  of  a  State,  and  of  the  United  States,  they  would 
be  entitled  to  all  these  privileges  and  immunities  in  every  State, 
and  the  State  could  not  restrict  them ;  tor  they  would  hold  these 
privileges  and  immunities  under  the  paramount  authority  of  the 
Federal  Qovernment,  and  its  courts  would  be  bound  to  maintain 
and  enforce  them,  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  State  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  And  if  the  States  could  limit  or  re- 
strict them,  or  place  the  party  in  an  inferior  grade,  this  clause  of 
the  Constitution  would  be  unmeaning,  and  could  have  no  opera- 
tion ;  and  would  give  no  rights  to  the  citizen  when  in  another 
State.  He  would  have  none  but  what  the  State  itself  chose  to 
allow  him.  This  is  evidently  not  the  construction  or  meaning  of 
the  clause  in  question.  It  guaranties  rights,  to  the  citizen,  and 
the  State  can  not  withhold  them.  And  these  rights  are  of  a  char- 
acter and  would  lead  to  consequences  which  make  it  absolutely 
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certain  that  the  Aiiican  race  were  not  included  under  the  name 
of  citizens  of  a  State,  and  were  not  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  when  these  privileges  and  immunities 
were  provided  for  the  protection  of  the  citizen  in  other  States. 

The  case  of  Legrand  v.  Darnall  (2  Peters,  664)  has  been  re- 
ferred to  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  this  court  has  decided 
that  the  descendant  of  a  slave  may  sue  as  a  citizen  in  a  court  of 
the  United  States ;  but  the  case  itself  shows  that  the  question  did 
not  arise  and  could  not  have  arisen  in  the  case. 

It  appears  from  the  report,  that  Darnell  was  bom  in  Maryland, 
and  was  the  son  of  a  white  man  by  one  of  his  slaves,  and  his 
father  executed  certain  instruments  to  manumit  him,  and  devised 
to  him  some  landed  property  in  the  State.  This  property  Darnall 
afterward  sold  to  Legrand,  the  appellant,  who  gave  his  notes  for 
the  purchase-money.  But  becoming  afterward  apprehensive  that 
the  appellee  had  not  been  emancipated  according  to  the  laws  of 
Maryland,  he  refused  to  pay  the  notes  until  he  could  be  better 
satisfied  as  to  DarnelPs  right  to  convey.  Darnall,  in  the  mean 
time,  had  taken  Up  his  residence  in  Pennsylvania,  and  brought 
suit  on  the  notes,  and  recovered  judgment  in  the  Circuit  Court 
for  the  district  of  Maryland. 

The  whole  proceeding,  as  appears  by  the  report,  was  an  amicable 
one;  Legrand  being  perfectly  willing. to  pay  the  money,  if  he 
could  obtain  a  title,  and  Darnall  not  wishing  him  to  pay  unless 
he  could  make  him  a  good  one.  In  point  of  fact,  the  whole  pro- 
ceeding was  under  the  direction  of  the  counsel  who  argued  the 
case  for  the  appellee,  who  was  the  mutual  friend  of  the  parties, 
and  confided  in  by  both  of  them,  and  whose  only  object  was  to 
have  the  rights  of  both  parties  established  by  judicial  decision  in 
the  most  speedy  and  least  expensive  manner. 

Legrand,  therefore,  raised  no  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  in  the  suit  at  law,  because  he  was  himself  anxious  to  obtain 
the  judgment  of  the  court  upon  his  title.  Coijsequently,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  record  before  the  court  to  show  that  Darnall 
was  of  African  descent,  and  the  usual  judgment  and  award  of 
execution  was  entered.  And  Legrand  thereupon  filed  his  bill  on 
the  equity  side  of  the  Circuit  Court,  stating  that  Darnall  was  born 
a  slave,  and  had  not  been  legally  emancipated,  and  could  not 
therefore  take  the  land  devised  to  him,  nor  make  Legrand  a  good 
title ;  and  praying  an  injunction  to  restrain  Darnall  from  proceed- 
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ing  to  execution  on  the  judgment,  which  was  granted.  Darnall 
answered,  averring  in  his  answer  that  he  was  a  free  man,  and 
capable  of  conveying  a  good  title.  Testimony  was  taken  on 
this  point,  and  at  the  hearing  the  Circuit  Court  was  of  opinion 
that  Darnall  was  a  free  man  and  his  title  good,  and  dissolved  the 
injunction  and  dismissed  the  bill ;  and  that  decree  was  affirmed 
here,  upon  the  appeal  of  Legrand. 

Now,  it  is  difficult  to  imagine  how  any  question  about  the 
citizenship  of  Darnall,  or  his  right  to  sue  in  that  character,  can 
be  supposed  to  have  risen  or  been  decided  in  that  case.  The  £Eict 
that  he  was  of  African  descent  was  first  brought  before  the  court 
upon  the  bill  in  equity.  The  suit  at  law  had  then  passed  into 
judgment  and  award  of  execution,  and  the  Circuit  Court,  as  a 
court  of  law,  had  no  longer  any  authority  over  it.  It  was  a  valid 
and  legal  judgment,  which  the  court  that  rendered  it  bad  not  the 
power  to  reverse  or  set  aside.  And  unless  it  had  jurisdiction  as 
a  court  of  equity  to  restrain  him  from  using  its  process  as  a  court 
of  law,  Darnall,  if  he  thought  proper,  would  have  been  at  liberty 
to  proceed  on  his  judgment,  and  compel  th^  payment  of  the 
money,  although  the  allegations  in  the  bill  were  true,  and  he  was 
incapable  of  making  a  title.  No  other  court  could  have  enjoined 
him,  for  certainly  no  State  equity  court  could  interfere  in  that  way 
with  tlie  judgment  of  a  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States. 

But  the  Circuit  Court  as  a  court  of  equity  certainly  had  equity 
jurisdiction  over  its  own  judgment  as  a  court  of  law,  without 
regard  to  the  character  of  the  parties ;  and  had  not  only  the  right, . 
but  it  was  its  duty — no  matter  who  were  the  parties  in  the  judg- 
ment— to  prevent  them  from  proceeding  to  enforce  it  by  execu- 
tion, if  the  court  was  satisfied  that  the  money  was  not  justly  and 
equitably  due.  The  ability  of  Darnall  to  convey  did  not  depend 
upon  his  citizenship,  but  upon  his  title  to  freedon.  And  if  he 
was  free,  he  could  hold  and  convey  property,  by  the  laws  of  Mary- 
land, although  he  was  not  a  citizen.  But  if  he  was  by  law  still 
a  slave,  he  could  not.  It  was  therefore  the  duty  of  the  court, 
sitting  as  a  court  of  equity  in  the  latter  case,  to  prevent  him  from 
using  its  process,  as  a  court  of  common  law,  to  compel  the  pay- 
ment of  the  purchase-money,  when  it  was  evident  that  the  pur- 
chaser must  lose  the  land.  But  if  he  was  free  and  could  make  a 
title,  it  was  equally  the  duty  of  the  court  not  to  suffer  Legrand  to 
keep  the  laud,  and  reftise  the  payment  of  the  money,  upon  the 
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ground  that  Damall  wae  incapable  of  suing  or  being  sued  as  a 
citizen  in  a  court  of  the  United  States.  The  character  or  citizen- 
ship of  the  parties  had  no  connection  with  the  question  of  juris- 
diction, and  the  matter  in  dispute  had  no  relation  to  the  citizen- 
ship of  Damall.  Nor  is  such  a  question  alluded  to  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Court. 

Beside,  we  are  by  no  means  prepared  to  say  that  there  are 
not  many  cases,  civil  as  well  as  criminal,  in  which  a  Circuit 
Court  of  the  United  States  may  exercise  jurisdiction,  although 
one  of  the  African  race  is  a  party ;  that  broad  question  is  not 
before  the  court.  The  question  with  which  we  are  now  dealing 
is,  whether  a  person  of  the  African  race  can  be  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  become  thereby  entitled  to  a  special  privi- 
lege, by  virtue  of  his  title  to  that  character,  and  which,  under  the 
Constitution,  no  one  but  a  citizen  can  claim.  It  is  manifest  that 
the  case  of  Legrand  and  Darnall  has  no  bearing  on  that  question, 
and  can  have  no  application  to  the  case  now  before  the  court. 

This  case,  however,  strikingly  illustrates  the  consequences  that 
would  follow  the  construction  of  the  Constitution  which  would 
give  the  power  contended  for  to  a  State.  It  would  in  effect  give 
it  also  to  an  individual.  For  if  the  father  of  young  Darnall  had 
manumitted  him  in  his  lifetime,  and  sent  him  to  reside  in  a  State 
which  recognized  him  as  a  citizen,  he  might  have  visited  and 
sojourned  in  Maryland  when  he  pleased,  and  as  long  as  he 
pleased,  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States;  and  the  State  officers 
and  tribunals  would  be  compelled,  by  the  paramount  authority  of 
the  Constitution,  to  receive  him  and  treat  him  as  one  of  its  citi- 
zens, exempt  fi'om  the  laws  and  police  of  the  State  in  relation  to 
a  person  of  that  description,  and  allow  him  to  enjoy  all  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  citizenship  without  respect  to  the  laws  of  Mary- 
land, although  such  laws  were  deemed  by  it  absolutely  essential 
to  its  own  safety. 

The  only  two  provisions  which  point  to  them  and  include  them, 
treat  them  as  property,  and  make  it  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  protoct  it ;  no  other  power,  in  relation  to  this  race,  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Constitution ;  and  as  it  is  a  Government  of  special, 
delegated,  powers,  no  authority  beyond  these  two  provisions  can 
be  constitutionally  exercised.  The  Government  of  the  United 
States  had  no  right  to  interfere  for  any  other  purpose  but  that  of 
protecting  the  rights  of  the  owner,  leaving  it  altogether  with  the 
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several  States  to  deal  with  this  race,  whether  emancipated  or  not, 
as  each  State  may  think  justice,  humanity,  and  the  interests  and 
safety  of  society,  require.  The  States  evidently  intended  to  re- 
serve this  power  exclusively  to  themselves. 

No  one,  we  presume,  supposes  that  any  change  in  public 
opinion  or  feeling,  in  relation  to  this  unfortunate  race,  in  the 
civilized  nations  of  Europe  or  in  this  country,  should  induce  the 
court  to  give  to  the  words  of  the  Constitution  a  more  liberal 
construction  in  their  favor  than  they  were  intended  to  bear  when 
the  instrument  was  fmmed  and  adopted.  Such  an  argumcDt 
would  be  altogether  inadmissible  in  any  tribunal  called  on  to  in- 
terpret it.  If  any  of  its  provisions  are  deemed  unjust,  there  is 
a  mode  prescribed  in  the  instrument  itself,  by  which  it  may  be 
amended ;  but  while  it  remains  unaltered,  it  must  be  constroed 
now  as  it  was  understood  at  the  time  of  its  adoption.  It  is 
not  only  the  same  in  words,  but  the  same  in  meaning,  and 
delegates  the  same  powers  to  the  Government,  and  reserves 
and  secures  the  same  rights  and  privileges  to  citizens;  and 
as  long  as  it  continues  to  exist  in  its  present  fonn,  it  speaks 
not  only  in  the  same  words,  but  with  the  same  meaning  and 
intent  with  which  it  spoke  when  it  came  from  the  hands  of 
its  framers,  and  was  voted  on  and  adopted  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Any  other  rule  of  construction  would  abrogate  the 
judicial  character  of  this  court,  and  make  it  the  mere  reflex  of 
the  popular  opinion  or  passion  of  the  day.  This  conrt  was  not 
created  by  the  Constitution  for  such  purposes.  Higher  and 
graver  trusts  have  been  confided  to  it,  and  it  must  not  fidter  in 
the  path  of  duty. 

What  the  construction  was  at  that  time,  we  think  can  hardly 
admit  of  doubt.  We  have  the  language  of  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  and  of  the  Articles  of  Confederation,  in  addition  to 
the  plain  words  of  the  Constitution  itself;  we  have  the  legislation 
of  the  different  States,  before,  about  the  time,  and  since,  the  Con- 
stitution was  adopted ;  we  have  the  legislation  of  Congress,  from 
the  time  of  its  adoption  to  a  recent  period ;  and  we  have  the  con- 
stant and  uniform  action  of  the  Executive  Department,  all  con- 
curring together,  and  leading  to  the  same  result  And  if  any 
thing  in  relation  to  the  construction  of  the  Constitution  can  be 
regarded  as  settled,  it  is  that  which  we  qpw  give  to  the  word 
"citizen"  and  the  word  "people." 
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And  upon  a  full  and  carefhl  consideration  of  the  sabject,  the 
conrt  is  of  opinion,  that,  upon  the  facts  stated  in  the  plea  in 
abatement,  Dred  Scott  was  not  a  citizen  of  Missonri  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  not  enti- 
tled as  such  to  sue  in  its  courts ;  and,  consequently,  that  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  had  no  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  and  that  the  judgment 
on  the  plea  in  abatement  is  erroneous. 

We  are  aware  that  doubts  are  entertained  by  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  court,  whether  the  plea  in  abatement  is  legally  before 
the  court  upon  this  writ  of  error :  but  if  that  plea  is  regarded  as 
waived,  or  out  of  the  case  upon  any  other  ground,  yet  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit  Court  is  presented  on  the 
face  of  the  bill  of  exception  itself,  taken  by  the  plaintifT  at  tho 
trial ;  for  he  admits  that  he  and  his  wife  were  bom  slaves,  but 
endeavors  to  make  out  his  title  to  freedom  and  citizenship  by 
showing  that  they  were  taken  by  their  owner  to  certain  places, 
bereinafler  mentioned,  where  slavery  could  not  by  law  exist,  and 
that  they  thereby  became  free,  and  upon  their  return  to  Missouri 
became  citizens  of  that  State. 

Now,  if  the  removal,  of  which  he  speaks,  did  not  give  them 
their  freedom,  then  by  his  own  admission  he  is  still  a  slave, 
and  whatever  opinions  may  be  entertained  in  favor  of  the  citi- 
zenship of  a  free  person  of  the  African  race,  no  one  supposes 
that  a  slave  is  a  citizen  of  the  State  or  of  the  United  States.  If, 
therefore,  the  acts  done  by  his  owner  did  not  make  them  free  per- 
sons, he  is  still  a  slave,  and  certainly  incapable  of  suing  in  the 
character  of  a  citizen. 

The  principle  of  law  is  too  well  settled  to  be  disputed,  that  a 
court  can  give  no  judgment  for  either  party,  where  it  has  no  juris- 
diction ;  and  if,  upon  the  showing  of  Scott  himself,  it  appeared 
that  he  was  still  a  slave,  the  case  ought  to  have  been  dismissed, 
and  the  judgment  against  him  and  in  favor  of  the  defendant  for 
costs,  is,  like  that  on  the  plea  in  abatement,  erroneous,  and  tho 
suit  ought  to  have  been  dismissed  by  the  Circuit  Court  for  want 
of  jurisdiction* in  that  court. 

But,  before  we  proceed  to  examine  this  part  of  the  case,  it  may 
be  proper  to  notice  an  objection  taken  to  the  judicial  authority  of 
this  court  to  decide  it ;  and  it  has  been  said,  that  as  this  court  has 
decided  against  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit  Court  on  the  plea 
in  abatement,  it  has  no  right  to  examine  any  question  presented 
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by  the  exception ;  and  that  any  thing  that  it  may  say  npon  that 
part  of  the  case  will  be  extra  judicial,  and  mere  <Hrbita  dicta. 

This  is  a  manifest  mistake ;  there  can  be  no  donbt  as  to  die 
jurisdiction  of  this  court  to  revise  the  judgment  of  a  Circuit 
Ciourt,  and  to  reverse  it  for  any  error  apparent  on  the  record, 
whether  it  be  the  error  of  giving  judgment  in  a  case  over  which 
it  had  no  jurisdiction,  or  any  other  material  error ;  and  this,  too, 
whether  there  is  a  plea  in  abatement  or  not. 

The  objection  appears  to  have  arisen  fix>m  confounding  writs  <^ 
error  to  a  State  court,  with  writs  of  error  to  a  Circuit  Court  of 
the  United  States.  Undoubtedly,  upon  a  writ  of  error  to  a  State 
court,  unless  the  record  shows  a  case  that  gives  jurisdiction,  the 
case  must  be  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction  in  this  court. 
And  if  it  is  dismissed  on  that  ground,  we  have  no  right  to  exam- 
ine and  decide  upon  any  question  presented  by  the  biU  of  excep- 
tions, or  any  other  part  of  the  record.  But  writs  of  error  to  a 
State  Court,  and  to  a  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States,  are 
regulated  by  different  laws,  and  stand  upon  entirely  different  prin- 
ciples. And  in  a  writ  of  error  to  a  Circuit  Court  of  the  United 
States,  the  whole  record  is  before  this  court  for  examination 
and  decision ;  and  if  the  sum  in  controversy  is  large  enough  to 
give  jurisdiction,  it  is  not  only  the  right,  but  it  is  the  judicial 
duty  of  the  court,  to  examine  the  whole  case  as  presented  by  die 
record ;  and  if  it  appears  upon  its  fieu^  that  any  material  error  <m* 
errors  have  been  committed  by  the  court  below,  it  is  the  duty  of 
this  court  to  reverse  the  judgment,  and  remand  the  case.  And 
certainly  an  error  in  passing  a  judgment  upon  the  merits  in  fiivor 
of  either  party,  in  a  case  which  it  was  not  authorized  to  try,  and 
over  which  it  had  no  jurisdiction,  is  as  grave  an  error  as  a  court 
can  commit. 

The  plea  in  abatement  is  not  a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
court,  but  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit  Court.  And  it  ap- 
pears by  the  record  before  us,  that  the  Circuit  Court  committed 
an  error,  in  deciding  that  it  had  jurisdiction,  upon  the  fiicts  in  the 
case,  admitted  by  the  pleadings.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  appellate 
tribunal  to  correct  this  error ;  but  that  could  not  be  done  by  dis- 
missing the  case  for  want  of  jurisdiction  here — ^for  that  would 
leave  the  erroneous  judgment  in  full  force,  and  the  injured  party 
without  remedy.  And  the  appellate  court  therefore  exercises  the 
power  for  which  alone  appellate  courts  are  constituted,  by  revers- 
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ing  the  judgment  of  the  court  below  for  this  error.  It  exercises 
its  proper  and  appropriate  jurisdiction  over  the  judgment  and 
proceedinga-of  the  Circuit  Court,  as  they  appear  upon  the  record 
brought  up  by  the  writ  of  error. 

The  correction  of  one  error  in  the  court  below  does  not  deprive 
the  appellate  court  of  the  power  of  examining  further  into  the 
record,  and  correcting  any  other  material  errors  which  may  have 
been  committed  by  the  inferior  court.  There  is  certainly  no  rule 
of  law — nor  any  practice^ — nor  any  decision  of  a  court — which 
even  questions  this  power  in  the  appellate  tribunal.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  is  the  daily  practice  of  this  court,  and  of  all  appellate 
courts  where  they  reverse  the  judgment  of  an  inferior  court  for 
error,  to  correct  by  its  opinions  whatever  errors  may  appear  on 
the  record  material  to  the  case ;  and  they  have  always  held  it  to 
be  their  duty  to  do  so  where  the  silence  of  the  court  might  lead 
to  misconstruction  or  future  controversy,  and  the  point  has  been 
relied  on  by  either  side,  and  argued  before  the  court. 

In  the  case  before  us,  we  have  already  decided  that  the  Circuit 
Court  erred  in  deciding  that  it  had  jurisdiction  upon  the  facts  ad- 
mitted by  the  pleadings.  And  it  appears  that,  in  the  further 
progress  of  the  case,  it  acted  upon  the  erroneous  principle  it  had 
decided  on  the  pleadings,  and  gave  judgment  for  the  defendant, 
where,  upon  the  facts  admitted  in  the  exception,  it  had  no  juris- 
diction. 

We  are  at  a  loss  to  understand  upon  what  principle  of  law,  ap- 
plicable to  appellate  jurisdiction,  it  can  be  supposed  that  this  court 
has  not  judicial  authority  to  correct  the  last-mentioned  error,  be- 
cause they  had  before  corrected  the  former ;  or  by  what  process 
of  reasoning  it  can  be  made  out,  that  the  error  of  an  inferior  court 
in  actually  pronouncing  judgment  for  one  of  the  parties,  in  a  case 
in  which  it  had  no  jurisdiction,  cannot  bo  looked  into  or  corrected 
by  this  court,  because  we  have  decided  a  similar  question  presented 
in  the  pleadings.  The  last  point  is  distinctly  presented  by  the 
facts  contained  in  the  plaintiff's  own  bill  of  exceptions,  which  he 
himself  brings  here  by  this  writ  of  error.  It  was  the  point  which 
chiefly  occupied  the  attention  of  the  counsel  on  both  sides  in  the 
argument — and  the  judgment  which  this  court  must  render  upon 
both  errors  is  precisely  the  same.  It  must,  in  each  of  them,  exer- 
cise jurisdiction  over  the  judgment,  and  reverse  it  for  the  errors 
committed  by  the  court  below ;  and  issue  a  mandate  to  the  Circuit 
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Oonrt  to  cQnform  its  judgment  to  the  opinion  pronounced  by  this 
court,  by  dismissing  the  case  for  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  Circuit 
Court.  This  is  the  constant  and  invariable  practice  of  this 
court,  where  it  reverses  a  judgment  for  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the 
Circuit  Coui-t. 

It  can  scarcely  be  necessary  to  pursue  such  a  question  further. 
The  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  court  below  may  appear  on  the 
record  without  any  plea  in  abatement.  This  is  iamiliarly  the 
case  where  a  court  of  chancery  has  exercised  jurisdiction  in  a  case 
where  the  plaintifT  had  a  plaia  and  adequate  remedy  at  law,  and 
it  so  appears  by  the  transcript  when  brought  here  by  appeal.  So 
also  where  it  appears  that  a  court  of  admiralty  has  exercised  juris- 
diction in  a  case  belonging  exclusively  to  a  court  of  common 
law.  In  these  cases  there  is  no  plea  in  abatement.  And  for  the 
same  reason,  and  upon  the  same  piinciples,  where  the  defect  of 
jurisdiction  is  patent  on  the  record,  this  court  is  bound  to  reverse 
the  judgment,  although  the  defendant  has  not  pleaded  in  abate- 
ment  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  inferior  court. 

The  cases  of  Jackson  v.  Ashton  and  of  Capron  v.  Van  Noor- 
den,  to  which  we  have  referred  in  a  previous  part  of  this  opinion, 
are  directly  in  point.  In  the  last-mentioned  case,  Capron  brought 
an  action  against  Yan  Noorden  in  a  Circuit  Court  of  the  United 
States,  without  showing,  by  the  usual  averments  of  citizenship, 
that  the  court  had  jurisdiction.  There  was  no  plea  in  abatement 
put  in,  and  the  parties  went  to  trial  upon  the  merits.  The  court 
gave  judgment  in  favor  of  the  defendant  with  costs.  The  plain- 
tiff thereupon  brought  his  writ  of  error,  and  this  court  reversed 
the  judgment  given  in  favor  of  the  defendant,  and  remanded  the 
case  with  directions  to  dismiss.it,  because  it  did  not  appear  by  the 
transcript  that  the  Circuit  Court  had  jurisdiction. 

The  case  before  us  still  more  strongly  imposes  upon  this  court 
the  duty  of  examining  whether  the  court  below  has  not  committed 
an  error,  in  taking  jurisdiction  and  giving  a  judgment  for  costs  in 
favor  of  the  defendant ;  for  in  Capron  v.  Van  Noorden  the  judg- 
ment was  reversed,  because  it  did  not  appear  that  the  parties  were 
citizens  of  different  States.  They  might  or  might  not  be.  But 
in  this  case  it  does  appear  that  the  plaintiff  was  born  a  slave ;  and 
if  the  facts  upon  which  he  relies  have  not  made  him  free,  then  it 
appears  affirmatively  on  the  record  that  he  is  not  a  citizen,  and 
consequently  his  suit  against  Sandford  was  not  a  suit  between  citi- 
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zens  of  different  States,  and  the  court  had  no  authority  to  pass 
any  judgment  between  the  parties.  The  suit  ought,  in  this  view 
of  it,  to  have  been  dismissed  by  the  Circuit  Court,  and  its  judg- 
ment in  favor  of  Sandford  is  erroneous,  and  must  be  reversed. 

It  is  true  that  the  result  either  way,  by  dismissal  or  by  a  judg- 
ment for  the  defendant,  makes  very  little,  if  any,  difference  in  a 
pecuniary  or  personal  point  of  view  to  either  party.  But  the  fiwt 
that  the  result  would  be  very  nearly  the  same  to  the  parties  in 
either  form  of  judgment,  would  not  justify  this  court  in  sanctioning 
an  error  in  the  judgment  which  is  patent  on  the  record,  and  which, 
if  sanctioned,  might  be  drawn  into  precedent,  and  lead  to  serious 
mischief  and  injustice  in  some  future  suit. 

We  proceed,  therefore,  to  inquire  whether  the  fects  relied  on  by 
the  plaintiff  entitled  him  to  his  freedom. 

The  case,  as  he  himself  states  it,  on  the  record  brought  here  by 
his  writ  of  error,  is  this : 

The  plaintiff  was  a  negro  slave,  belonging  to  Dr.  Emerson,  who 
was  a  surgeon  in  the  army  of  the  United  States.     In  the  year 

1834,  he  took  the  plaintiff  from  the  State  of  Missouri  to  the  mili- 
tary post  at  Rock  Island,  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  held  him 
there  as  a  slave  until  the  month  of  April  or  May,  1836.  At  the 
time  last-mentioned,  said  Dr.  Emerson  removed  the  plaintiff  from 
said  miltary  post  at  Rock  Island  to  the  military  post  at  Fort  Snel- 
ling,  situate  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  river,  in  the 
territory  known  as  Upper  Louisiana,  acquired  by  the  United 
States  of  France,  and  situate  north  of  the  latitude  of  thkty-siz 
degrees  thirty  minutes  north,  and  north  of  the  State  of  Missouri. 
Said  Dr.  Emerson  held  the  plaintiff  in  slavery  at  said  Fort  Snel- 
ing,  from  said  last-mentioned  date  until  the  year  1838. 

In  the  year  1835,  Harriet,  who  is  named  in  the  second  count  of 
the  plaintiff's  declaration,  was  the  negro  slave  of  Major  Taliaferro, 
who  belonged  to  the  army  of  the  United  States.    In  that  year,^ 

1835,  said  Major  Taliaferro  took  said  Harriet  to  said  Fort  Snel- 
ling,  a  military  post,  situated  as  hereinbefore  stated,  and  kept  her 
there  as  a  slave  until  the  year  1836,  and  then  sold  and  delivered 
her  as  a  slave,  at  said  Fort  Snelling,  unto  the  said  Dr.  Emerson 
hereinbefore  named.  Said  Dr.  Emerson  held  said  Harriet  in 
slavery  at  said  Fort  Snelling  until  the  year  1838. 

In  the  year  1836,  the  plaintiff  and  Harriet  intermarried,  at  Fort 
Snelling,  with  the  consent  of  Dr.  Emerson,  who  then  claimed  to 
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be  their  master  and  owner.  Eliza  and  Lizzie,  named  in  the  third 
count  of  the  plaintiff's  declaration,  are  the  froit  of  that  marriage. 
Eliza  is  about  fourteen  years  old,  and  was  born  on  board  the 
steamboat  Gipsey,  north  of  the  north  line  of  the  State  of  Missouri, 
and  upon  the  river  Mississippi.  Lizzie  is  about  seven  years  old, 
and  was  born  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  at  the  military  post  called 
Jefferson  Barracks. 

In  the  year  1838,  said  Dr.  Emerson  removed  the  plaintiff  and 
said  Harriet,  and  their  said  daughter  Eliza,  from  said  Fort  Snel- 
ling  to  the  State  of  Missouri,  where  they  have  ever  since  resided. 

Before  the  commencement  of  this  suit,  said  Dr.  Emerson  sold 
and  conveyed  the  plaintiff,  and  Harriet,  Eliza,  and  Lizzie,  to  the 
defendant,  as  slaves,  and  the  defendant  has  ever  since  claimed  to 
hold  them,  and  each  of  them,  as  slaves. 

In  considering  this  part  of  the  controversy,  two  questions  arise: 
1.  Was  he,  together  with  .his  family,  free  in  Missouri  by  reason 
of  the  stay  in  the  territory  of  the  United  States  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned ?  And,  2.  If  they  were  not,  is  Scott  himself  free  by  reason 
of  his  removal  to  Bock  Island,  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  as  stated 
in  the  above  admissions  ? 

We  proceed  to  examine  the  first  question. 

The  act  of  Congress,  upon  which  the  plaintiff  relies,  declares 
that  slavery  and  involuntary  servitude,  except  as  a  punishment 
for  crime,  shall  be  forever  prohibited  in  all  that  part.of  the  terri- 
tory ceded  by  France,  under  the  name  of  Louisiana,  which  lies 
north  of  thirty-six  degrees  thirty  minutes  north  latitude,  and  not 
included  within  the  limits  of  Missouri.  And  the  difSculty  which 
meets  us  at  the  threshold  of  this  part  of  the  inquiry  is,  whether 
Congress  was  authorized  to  pass  this  law  under  any  of  the  powers 
granted  to  it  by  the  Constitution ;  for  if  (he  authority  is  not  given 
by  that  instrument,  it  is  the  duty  of  this  court  to  declare  it  void 
and  inoperative,  and  incapable  of  conferring  freedom  upon  any 
one  who  is  held  as  a  slave  under  the  laws  of  any  one  of  the  States. 

The  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  has  laid  much  stress  upon  that  ar- 
ticle in  the  Constitution  which  confers  on  Congress  the  power  "  to 
dispose  of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting 
the  territory  or  other  property  belonging  to  the  United  States ; " 
but,  in  the  judgment  of  the  court,  that  provision  has  no  bearing 
on  the  present  controversy,  and  the  power  there  given,  whatever 
it  may  be,  is  confined,  and  was  intended  to  be  confined,  to  the 
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territory  which  at  that  time  belonged  to,  or  was  claimed  by,  the 
United  States^  and  was  within  their  boundaries  as  settled  by  the 
treaty  with  Great  Britain,  and  can  have  no  influence  upon  a  ter- 
ritory afterward  acquired  from  a  foreign  Government.  It  was  a 
special  proyision  for  a  known  and  particular  territory,  and  to  meet 
a  present  emergency,  and  nothing  more. 

A  brief  summary  of  the  history  of  the  times,  as  well  as  the 
careful  and  measured  terms  in  which  the  article  is  framed,  will 
show  the  correctness  of  thi§  proposition. 

It  will  be  remembered  that,  from  the  commencement  of  the 
Kevolutionary  war,  serious  difficulties  existed  between  the  States, 
in  relation  to  the  disposition  of  large  and  unsettled  territories 
which  were  included  in  the  chartered  limits  of  some  of  the  States. 
And  some  of  the  other  States,  and  more  especially  Maryland, 
which  had  no  unsettled  lands,  insisted  that  as  the  unoccupied 
lands,  if  wrested  from  Great  Britain,  would  owe  their  preserva- 
tion to  the  common  purse  and  the  common  sword,  the  money 
arising  from  them  ought  to  be  applied  in  just  proportion  among 
the  several  States  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  war,  and  ought  not 
to  be  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  State  in  whose  chartered 
limits  they  might  happen  to  lie,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  other 
States,  by  whose  combined  efforts  and  common  expense  the  terri- 
tory was  defended  and  preserved  against  the  claim  of  the  British 
Government. 

These  difficulties  caused  much  uneasiness  during  the  war,  while 
the  issue  was  in  some  degree  doubtful,  and  the  ftiture  boundaries 
of  the  United  States  yet  to  be  defined  by  treaty,  if  we  achieved 
our  independence. 

The  majority  of  the  Congress  of  the  Coniederation  obviously 
concurred  in  opinion  with  the  State  of  Maryland,  and  desired  to 
obtain  from  the  States  which  claimed  it  a  cession  of  this  territory, 
in  order  that  Congress  might  raise  money  on  this  security  to 
carry  on  the  war.  This  appears  by  the  resolution  passed  on  the 
6th  of  September,  1780,  strongly  urging  the  States  to  cede  these 
lands  to  the  United  States,  both  for^  the  sake  of  peace  and  union 
among  themselves,  and  to  maintain  the  public  credit ;  and  this 
was  followed  by  the  resolution  of  October  10th,  1780,  by  which 
Congress  pledged  itself,  that  if  the  lands  were  ceded,  as  recom- 
mended by  the  resolution  above  mentioned,  they  should  be  dis- 
posed of  for  the  common  benefit  of  the  United  States,  and  be 
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settled  and  formed  into  distinct  republican  States,  which  shonld 
become  members  of  the  Federal  Union,  and  have  the  same  rights 
of  sovereignty,  and  freedom,  and  independence,  as  other  States. 

But  these  difficulties  became  much  more  serious  alter  peace 
took  place,  and  the  boundaries  of  the  United  States  were  estab- 
lished. Every  State,  at  that  time,  felt  severely  the  pressure  of  its 
war  debt ;  but  in  Yirginia,  and  some  other  States,  there  were 
large  territories  of  unsettled  lands,  the  sale  of  which  would  enable 
them  to  discharge  their  obligations  without  much  inconvenience ; 
while  other  States,  which  had  no  such  resource,  saw  before  them 
many  years  of  heavy  and  burdensome  taxation ;  and  the  latter 
insisted,  for  the  reasons  before  stated,  that  these  unsettled  lands 
should  be  treated  as  the  common  property  of  the  States,  and  the 
proceeds  applied  to  their  common  benefit. 

The  letters  from  the  statesmen  of  that  day  will  show  how  much 
this  controversy  occupied  their  thoughts,  and  the  dangers  that 
were  apprehended  from  it.  It  was  the  disturbing  element  of  the 
time,  and  fears  were  entertained  that  it  might  dissolve  the  Con- 
federation by  which  the  States  were  then  united. 

These  fears  and  dangers  were,  however,  at  once  removed,  when 
the  State  of  Yirginia,  in  1784,  voluntarily  ceded  .to  the  United 
States  the  immense  tract  of  country  lying  northwest  of  the  river 
Ohio,  and  which  was  within  the  acknowledged  limits  of  the  State. 
The  only  object  of  the  State,  in  making  this  cession,  was  to  put  an 
end  to  the  threatening  and  exciting  controversy,  and  to  enable  the 
Oongress  of  that  time  to  dispose  of  the  lands,  and  appropriate 
the  proceeds  as  a  common  fund  for  the  common  benefit  of  the 
States.  It  was  not  ceded  because  it  was  inconvenient  to  the  State 
to  hold  and  govern  it,  nor  from  any  expectation  that  it  could  be 
better  or  more  conveniently  governed  by  the  United  States. 

The  example  of  Virginia  was  soon  afterward  followed  by  other 
States,  and,  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  all  of 
the  States  similarly  situated,  had  ceded  their  unappropriated 
lands,  except  North  Carolina  and  Oeorgia.  The  main  object  for 
which  the  cessions  were  desired  and  made,  was  on  account  of 
their  money  value,  and  to  put  an  end  to  a  dangerous  controversy, 
as  to  who  was  justly  entitled  to  the  proceeds  when  the  land  should 
be  sold.  It  is  necessary  to  bring  this  part  of  the  history  of 
these  cessions  thus  distinctly  into  view,  because  it  will  enable 
us  the  better  to  comprehend  the  phraseology  of  the  article  in  the 
Constitution,  so  often  referred  to  in  the  argument. 
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Undoubtedly  the  powers  of  sovereignty  and  the  eminent  do- 
main were  ceded  with  the  land.  This  was  essential,  in  order  to 
make  it  efifectiial,  and  to  accomplish  its  objects.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  at  that  time,  there  was  no  GoTernment  of  the 
United  States  in  existence  with  enumerated  and  limited  powers ; 
what  was  then  called  the  United  States,  were  thirteen  separate, 
sovereign,  independent  States,  which  had  entered  into  a  league 
or  confederation  for  their  mutual  protection  and  advantage,  and 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  was  composed  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  these  separate  sovereignties,  meeting  together,  as 
equals,  to  discuss  and  decide  on  certain  measures  which  the 
States,  by  the  Articles  of  Confederation,  had  agreed  to  submit  to 
their  decision.  But  this  Confederation  had  none  of  the  attributes 
of  sovereignty  in  legislative,  executive,  or  judicial  power.  It  was 
little  more  than  a  congress  of  ambassadors,  authorized  to  repre- 
sent separate  nations,  in  matters  in  which  they  had  a  common 
concern. 

It  was  this  congress  that  accepted  the  cession  from  Virginia. 
They  had  no  power  to  accept  it  under  the  Articles  of  Con- 
federation. But  they  had  an  undoubted  right,  as  independent 
sovereignties,  to  accept  any  cession  of  territory  for  their  common 
benefit,  which  all  of  them  assented  to ;  and  it  is  equally  clear, 
that  as  their  common  property,  and  having  no  superior  to  control 
them,  they  had  the  right  to  exercise  absolute  dominion  over  it, 
subject  only  to  the  restrictions  which  Yirginia  had  imposed  in 
her  act  of  cession.  There  was,  at  we  have  said,  no  Government 
of  the  United  States  then  in  existence  with  special  enumerated 
and  limited  powers.  The  territory  belonged  to  sovereignties, 
who,  subject  to  the  limitations  above  mentioned,  had  a  right  to 
establish  any  form  of  Government  they  pleased,  by  compact  or 
treaty  among  themselves,  and  to  regulate  rights  of  person  &nd 
rights  of  property  in  the  territory,  as  they  might  deem  proper. 
It  was  by  a  Congress,  representing  the  authority  of  these  several 
and  separate  sovereignties,  and  acting  under  their  authority  and 
command  (but  not  from  any  autly^rity  derived  from  the  Articles 
of  Confederation,)  that  the  instrument  usually  called  the  ordi- 
nance of  1787  was  adopted ;  regulating  in  much  detail  the  prin- 
ciples and  the  laws  by  which  this  territory  should  bo  governed ; 
and  among  other  provisions,  slavery  is  prohibited  in  it.  Wo 
do  not  question  the  power  of  the  States,  by  agreement  among 


784  THE   DEED    SCOTT    DECISION. 

themselves,  to  pass  this  ordinance,  nor  its  obligatory  force  in  the 
territory,  while  the  confederation  or  league  of  the  States  in  their 
separate  sovereign  character  continued  to  eidst. 

This  was  the  state  of  things  when  the  Constitntion  of  the  United 
States  was  formed.     The  territory  ceded  by  Virginia,  belonged  to 
the  several  confederated  States  as  common  property,  and   they 
had  united  in  establishing  in  it  a  system  of  government  and  ju- 
risprudence, in  order  to  prepare  it  for  admission  as  States,  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  of  cession.    They  were  about  to  dissolve  this  feder- 
ative Union,  and  to  surrender  a  portion  of  their   independent 
sovereignty  to  a  new  Government,  which,  for  certain  purposes, 
would  make  the  people  of  the  several  States  one  people,  and 
which  was  to  be  supreme  and  controlling  within  its  sphere  of 
action  throughout  the  United  States ;  but  this  Government  was  to 
be  carefully  limited  in  its  powers,  and  to  exercise  no  authorit7 
beyond  those  expressly  granted  by  the  Constitution,  or  necessa- 
rily to  be  implied  from  the  language  of  the  instrument,  and  the 
objects  it  was  intended  to  ack^omplish ;   and  as  this  league  of 
States  would,  upon  the  adoption  of  the  new  Government,  cease  to 
have  any  power  over  the  territory,  and  the  ordinance  they  had 
agreed  upon  be  incapable  of  execution  and  a  mere  nullity,  it  was 
obvious  that  some  provision  was  necessary  to  give  the  new  Gov- 
ernment sufficient  power  to  enable  it  to  carry  into  effect  the  ob- 
jects for  which  it  Vas  ceded,  and  the  compacts  and  agreements 
which  the  States  had  made  with  each  other  in  the  exercise  of 
their  powers  of  sovereignty.     It  was  necessary  that  the  lands 
should  be  sold  to  pay  the  war  debt ;  that  a  Government  and  sys- 
tem of  jurisprudence  should  be  maintained  in  it,  to  protect  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States  who  should  migrate  to  the  territory, 
in  their  rights  of  person  and  of  property.    It  was  also  necessary 
that  the  new  Government,  about  to  be  adopted,  should  be  author- 
ized to  maintain  the  claim  of  the  United  States  to  the  unappro- 
priated lands  of  North  Carolina  and  Georgia,  which  had  not  then 
been  ceded,  but  the  cession  of  which  was  Confidently  anticipated 
upon  some  terms  that  would  be  arranged  between  the  General 
Government  and  these  two  States.    And,  moreover,  there  were 
many  articles  of  value  besides  this  property  in  land,  snch  as 
arms,  military  stores,  munitions,  and  ships  of  war,  which  were 
the  common  property  of  the  States,  when  acting  in  their  independ- 
ent characters  as  confederates,  which  neither  the  new  Gbvem- 
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ment  nor  any  one  else  would  have  a  right  to  take  possession  of, 
or  control,  without  authority  from  them ;  and  it  was  to  place 
these  things  under  the  guardianship  and  protection  of  the  new 
QoTernment,  and  to  clothe  it  with  the  necessary  powers,  that  the 
clause  was  inserted  in  the  Constitution  which  gives  Congress  the 
power  ''  to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations 
respecting  the  territory  or  other  property  belonging  to  the  United 
States."  It  was  intended  for  a  specific  purpose,  to  provide  for  the 
things  we  have  mentioned.  It  was  to  transfer  to  the  new  Gov- 
ernment the  property  then  held  in  common  by  the  States,  and  to 
give  to  that  Government  power  to  apply  it  to  the  objects  for 
which  it  had  been  destined  by  mutual  agreement  among  the 
States  before  their  league  was  dissolved.  It  applied  only  to  the 
property  which  the  States  held  in  common  at  that  time,  and  has 
no  reference  whatever  to  any  territory  or  other  property  which  the 
new  sovereignty  might  afterward  itself  acquire. 

The  language  used  in  the  clause,  the  arrangement  and  combi- 
nation of  the  powers,  and  the  somewhat  unusual  phraseology  it 
uses,  when  it  speaks  of  the  political  power  to  be  exercised  in  the 
government  of  the  territory,  all  indicate  the  design  and  meaning 
of  the  clause  to  be  such  as  we  have  mentioned.  It  does  not  speak 
oi  any  territory,  nor  of  Territories^  but  uses  language  which,  ac- 
cording to  its  legitimate  meaning,  points  to  a  particular  thing. 
The  power  is  given  in  relation  only  to  the  territory  of  the  United 
States — that  is,  to  a  territory  then  in  existence,  and  then  known  or 
claimed  as  the  territory  of  the  United  States.  It  begins  its  enu- 
meration of  powers  by  that  of  disposing,  in  other  words,  making 
sale  of  the  lands,  or  raising  money  from  them,  which,  as  we  have 
already  said,  was  the  main  object  of  the  cession,  and  which  is  ac- 
cordingly the  first  thing  provided  for  in  the  article.  It  then  gives 
the  power  which  was  necessarily  associated  with  the  disposition 
and  sale  of  the  lands — that  is,  the  power  of  making  needful  rules 
and  regulations  respecting  the  territory.  And  whatever  construc- 
tion may  tiow  be  given  to  these  words,  every  one,  we  think,  must 
admit  that  they  are  not  the  words  usually  employed  by  statesmen 
in  giviDg  supreme  power  of  legislation.  They  are  certainly  very 
unlike  the  words  used  in  the  power  granted  to  legislate  over  terri- 
tory which  the  new  Government  might  afterwards  itself  obtain  by 
cession  from  a  State,  either  for  its  seat  of  Government,  or  for  forts, 

magazines,  arsenals,  dock  yards,  and  other  needftil  buildings. 
50 
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And  the  same  power  of  xnakiDg  neediiil  roles  respecting  the  terri- 
tory is,  in  precisely  the  same  language,  applied  to  the  other  prop- 
el belonging  to  the  United  States — associating  the  power  o?er 
the  territory  in  this  respect  with  the  power  over  movable  or  pw- 
Bonal  property — that  is,  the  ships,  arms,  and  manitions  of  war, 
which  then  belonged  in  common  to  the  State  sovereignties.  And 
it  will  hardly  be  said,  that  this  power,  in  relation  to  the  last-men- 
tioned objects,  was  deemed  necessary  to  be  thns  specially  given  to 
the  new  Government,  in  order  to  authorize  it  to  make  needfnl 
rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  ships  it  might  itself  build,  or 
arms  and  munitions  of  war  it  might  itself  manufacture  or  provide 
for  the  public  service. 

No  one,  it  is  believ^,  would  think  a  moment  of  deriving  the 
power  of  Ck)ngress  to  make  needful  rules  and  regulations  in  rela- 
tion to  property  of  this  kind  from  this  clause  of  the  Constitution. 
Nor  can  it,  upon  any  fair  construction,  be  applied  to  any  property, 
but  that  which  the  new  Government  was  abotit  to  receive  from 
the  confederated  States.  And  if  this  be  true  as  to  this  property, 
it  must  be  equally  true  and  limited  as  to  the  territorj,  which  is  so 
careftilly  and  precisely  coupled  with  it — and  like  it  referred  to  as 
property  in  the  power  granted.  The  concluding  words  of  the 
clause  appear  to  render  this  construction  irresistible ;  for,  after  the ' 
provisions  we  have  mentioned,  it  proceeds  to  say,  "  that  nothing 
in  the  Constitution  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prejudice  any 
claims  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  particular  State.'* 

Now,  as  we  have  before  said,  all  of  the  States,  excepf  NorA 
Carolina  and  Georgia,  had  made  the  cession  before  the  Constitu- 
tion was  adopted,  according  to  the  resolution  of  Congress  of  Octo- 
ber 10, 1780.  The  claims  of  other  States,  that  the  unappropriated 
lands  in  these  two  States  should  be  applied  to  the  common  bene- 
fit, in  like  manner,  was  still  insisted  on,  but  refused  by  the  States. 
And  this  member  of  the  clause  in  question  evidentiy  applies  to 
them,  and  can  apply  to  nothing  else.  It  was  to  exclude  the  con- 
clusion that  either  party,  by  adopting  the  Constitution,  would  sur- 
render what  they  deem  their  rights.  And  when  the  latter  provi- 
sion relates  so  obviously  to  the  unappropriated  lands  not  yft  ceded 
by  the  States,  and  the  first  clause  makes  provision  for  those 
then  actually  ceded ,  it  is  impossible,  by  any  just  rule  of  construction, 
to  make  the  first  provision  general,  and  extend  to  all  territories, 
which  the  Federal  Goverenment  might  in  any  way  afterwards  ac- 
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qnire,  when  the  latter  is  plainly  and  nneqniyocally  confined  to  a 
particular  territory ;  which  was  a  part  of  the  same  controversy, 
and  involved  in  the  same  dispute,  and  depended  upon  the  same 
principles.  The  upion  of  the  two  provisions  in  the  same  clause 
shows  that  they  were  kindred  subjects ;  and  that  the  whole  clause 
is  local,  and  relates  only  to  lands,  within  the  limits  of  the  United 
States,  which  had  been  or  then  were  claimed  by  a  State ;  and  that 
no  other  territory  was  in  the  mind  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, or  intended  to  be  embraced  in  it.  Upon  any  other  construc- 
tion it  would  be  Impossible  to  account  for  the  insertion  of  the  last 
provision  in  the  place  where  it  is  found,  or  to  comprehend  why, 
or  for  what  olyect,  it  was  associated  with  the  previous  provision. 
This  view  of  the  subject  is  confirmed  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  present  Government  of  the  United  States  dealt  with  the  sub- 
ject as  soon  as  it  came  into  existence.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  same  States  that  formed  the  Confederation  also  formed 
and  adopted  the  new  Oovernment,  to  which  so  large  a  portion  of 
their  former  sovereign  powers  were  surrendered.  It  must  also  be 
borne  in  mind  that  all  of  these  same  States  which  had  then  rati- 
fied  the  new  Constitution  were  represented  in  the  Congress  which 
passed  the  first  law  for  the  government  of  this  territory ;  and  many 
of  the  members  of  that  legislative  body  had  been  deputies  &om  the 
States  under  the  confederation  — ^had  united  in  adopting  the  ordi- 
nance of  1787,  and  assisted  in  forming  the  new  Government  under 
which  they  were  then  acting,  and  whose  powers  they  were  then 
exercising.  And  it  is  obvious  from  the  law  they  passed  to  carry 
into  efiect  the  principles  and  provisions  of  the  ordinance,  that  they 
regarded  it  as  the  act  of  the  States  done  in  the  exercise  of  their 
legitimate  powers  at  the  time.  The  new  Government  took  the 
territory  as  it  found  it,  and  in  the  condition  in  which  it  was  trans- 
feired,  and  did  not  attempt  to  undo  any  thing  that  that  had  been 
done.  And,  among  the  earliest  laws  passed  under  the  new  Gov- 
ernment, is  one  reviving  the  ordinance  of  1787,  which  had  be- 
come inoperative  and  a  nullity  upon  the  adoption  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. This  law  introduces  no  new  form  or  principles  for  its  gov- 
emm£nt,  but  recites,  in  the  preamble,  that  it  is  passed  in  order 
that  this  ordinance  may  continue  to  have  full  efiect,  and  proceeds 
to  make  only  those  rules  and  regulations  which  were  needfiil  to 
adapt  it  to  the  new  Government,  into  whose  hands  the  power  had 
£Eillen.    It  Appears,  therefore,  that  this  Congress  regarded  the  pur- 
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posea  to  which  the  land  in  this  Territory  was  to  be  applied,  and 
the  form  of  government  and  principles  of  jurisprudence  which 
were  to  prevail  there,  while  it  remained  in  the  territorial  state, 
as  already  determined  on  by  the  States  when  they  had  full  power 
and  right  to  make  the  decision ;  and  that  the  new  Government, 
having  received  it  in  this  condition,  ought  to  carry  substantially 
into  effect  the  plans  and  principles  which  had  been  previously 
adopted  by  the  States,  and  which,  no  doubt,  the  States  anticipated 
when  they  surrendered  their  power  to  the  new  Government.  And 
if  we  regard  this  clause  of  the  Constitution  as  pointing  to  this 
Territory,  with  a  Territorial  Government  already  established  in 
it,  which  had  been  ceded  to  the  States  for  the  purposes  hereinbe- 
fore mentioned— every  word  in  it  is  perfectly  appropriate  and 
easily  understood,  and  the  provisions  it  contains  are  in  perfect 
harmony  with  the  objects  for  which  it  was  ceded,  and  with  the 
condition  of  its  government  as  a  Territory  at  ttie  time.  We  can, 
then,  easily  account  for  the  manner  in  which  the  first  Congress 
legislated  on  the  subject — and  can  also  understand  why  this  power 
over  the  Territory  was  associated  in  the  same  clause  with  the 
other  property  of  the  United  States,  and  subjected  to  the  like 
power  of  making  needful  rules  and  regulations.  But  if  the  clause 
is  construed  in  the  expanded  sense  contended  for,  so  as  to  em- 
brace any  territory  acquired  from  a  foreign  nation  by  the  present 
Government,  and  to  give  it  in  such  territory  a  despotic  and  un- 
limited power  over  persons  and  property,  such  as  the  confederated 
States  might  exercise  in  their  common  property,  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  account  for  the  phraseology  used,  when  compared  with 
other  grants  of  power — and  also  for  its  association  with  the  other 
provisions  in  the  same  clause. 

The  Constitution  has  always  been  remarkable  for  the  felicity  of 
its  arrangement  of  different  subjects,  and  the  perspicuity  and  ap 
propriateness  of  the  language  it  uses.  But  if  this  clause  is  con 
strued  to  extend  to  territory  acquired  by  the  present  Government 
from  a  foreign  nation,  outside  of  the  limits  of  any  charter  from  the 
British  Government  to  a  colony,  it  would  be  difficult  to  say,  why 
it  was  deemed  necessary  to  give  the  Government  the  power  to  sell 
any  vacant  lands  belonging  to  the  sovereignity  which  might  be 
found  within  it ;  and  if  this  was  necessary,  why  the  grant  of  this 
power  should  precede  the  power  to  legislate  over  it  and  establish 
a  Government  there ;  and  still  more  difficult  to  say,  why  it  was 
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deemed  necessary  so  specially  and  particularly  to  grant  the  power 
to  make  needful  rules  and  regulations  in  relation  to  any  personal 
or  movable  property  it  might  acquire  there.  For  the  words,  other 
property^  necessarily,  by  every  known  rule  of  interpretation,  must 
mean  property  of  a  different  description  from  territory  or  land. 
And  the  difficulty  would  perhaps  be  insurmountable  in  endeavor- 
ing to  account  for  the  last  member  of  the  sentence,  which  provides 
that  "  nothing  in  this  Constitution  shall  bo  so  construed  as  to  pre- 
judice any  claims  of  the  United  States  or  any  particular  State,''  or 
to  say  how  any  particular  State  could  have  claims  in  or  to  a  terri- 
tory ceded  by  a  foreign  Government,  or  to  account  for  associating 
this  provision  with  the  preceding  provisions  of  the  clause,  with 
which  it  would  appear  to  have  no  connection. 

The  words  "  needful  rules  and  regulations "  would  seem,  also, 
to  have  been  cautiously  used  for  some  definite  object.  They  are 
not  the  words  usually  employed  by  statesmen,  when  they  mean  to 
give  the  powei*8  of  sovereignty,  or  to  establish  a  Government,  or 
to  authorize  its  establishment.  Thus,  in  the  law  to  renew  and 
keep  alive  the  ordinance  of  1787,  and  to  re-establish  the  Govern- 
ment, the  title  of  the  law  is:  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio.''  And  in  the 
Constitution,  when  granting  the  power  to  legislate  over  the  terri- 
tory that  may  be  selected  for  the  seat  of  Government  independ- 
ently of  a  State,  it  does  not  say  Congi'ess  shall  have  power  ''  to 
make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  territory  ;" 
but  it  declares  that  "  Congress  shall  have,  power  to  exercise 
exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatsoever  over  such  Disti'ict 
(not  exceeding  ten  miles  square)  as  may,  by  cession  of  particular 
States  and  the  acceptance  of  Congress,  become  the  seat  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

The  words  "  rules  and  regulations  "  are  usually  employed  in 
the  Constitution  in  speaking  of  some  particular  specified  power 
which  it  means  to  confer  on  the  Government,  and  not,  as  we  have 
seen,  when  granting  general  powers  of  legislation.  As,  for  ex- 
ample, in  the  peculiar  power  to  Congress  "  to  make  rules  for  the 
government  and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces,,  or  the 
particular  and  specific  power  to  regulate  commerce  ; "  "  to  estab- 
lish an  uniform  rule  of  naturalization  ; "  "  to  coin  money  and 
regulate  the  value  thereof."  And  to  construe  the  words  of  which 
we  are  speaking  as  a  general  and  unlimited  grant  of  sovereignty 
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over  territories  which  the  Government  might  afterward  acquire, 
is  to  use  them  in  a  sense  and  for  a  purpose  for  which  they  were 
not  used  in  any  other  part  of  the  instrument.  But  if  confined  to 
a  particular  Territory,  in  which  a  Government  and  laws  had 
already  been  established,  but  which  would  require  some  altera- 
tions to  adapt  it  to  the  new  Government,  the  words  are  peculiarly 
applicable  and  appropriate  for  that  purpose. 

The  necessity  of  this  special  provision  in  relation  to  property 
and  the  rights  or  property  held  in  common  by  the  confederated 
States,  is  illustrated  by  the  first  clause  of  the  sixth  article.  This 
clause  provides  that  ^^  all  debts,  contracts,  and  engagements  en- 
tered into  before  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  shall  be  as  valid 
against  the  United  States  under  this  Government  as  under  die 
Confederation."  This  provision,  like  the  one  under  consideration, 
was  indispensable  if  the  new  Constitution  was  adopted.  The  new 
Government  was  not  a  mere  change  in  a  dynasty,  or  in  a  form  of 
government,  leaving  the  nation  or  sovereignty  the  same,  and 
clothed  with  all  the  rights,  and  bound  by  all  the  obligations  of 
the  preceding  one.  But  when  the  present  United  States  came 
into  existence  under  the  new  Government,  it  was  a  new  political 
body,  and  a  new  nation,  then  for  the  first  time  taking  its  place  in 
the  family  of  nations.  It  took  nothing  by  succession  from  the 
Confederation.  It  had  no  right,  as  its  successor,  to  any  property 
or  rights  of  property  which  it  had  acquired,  and  was  not  liable 
for  any  of  its  obligations.  It  was  evidently  viewed  in  this  light 
by  the  framers  of  the  Constitution.  And  as  the  several  States 
would  cease  to  exist  in  their  former  confederated  character  upon 
the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  and  could  not,  in  that  character, 
again  assemble  together,  special  provisions  were  indispensable  to 
transfer  to  the  new  Government  the  property  and  rights  which  at 
that  time  they  held  in  common  ;  and  at  the  same  time  to  author- 
ize it  to  lay  taxes  and  appropriate  money  to  pay  the  common 
debt  which  they  had  contracted;  and  this  power  could  only  be 
given  to  it  by  special  provisions  in  the  Constitution.  The  clause  in 
relation  to  the  territory  and  other  property  of  the  United  States  pro- 
vided for  the  first,  and  the  clause  last  quoted  provides  for  the  other. 
They  have  no  connection  with  the  general  powers  and  rights  of 
sovereignty  delegated  to  the  new  Government,  and  can  neither  en- 
large nor  diminish  them.  They  were  inserted  to  meet  a  present 
emergency,  and  not  to  regulate  its  powers  as  a  Government 
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Indeed,  a  similar  provision  was  deemed  necessary,  in  relation 
to  treaties  made  by  the  Confederation ;  and  when  in  the  clause 
next  succeeding  the  one  of  which  we  have  last  spoken,  it  is  declared 
that  treaties  shall  be  the  supremo  law  of  the  land,  care  is  taken 
to  include,  by  express  words,  the  treaties  made  by  the  confederated 
States.  The  language  is :  '^  and  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall 
be  made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land." 

Whether,  therefore,  we  take  the  particular  clause  in  question, 
by  itself,  or  in  connection  with  the  other  provisions  of  the  Consti- 
tution, we  think  it  clear,  that  it  applies  only  to  the  particular  ter- 
ritory of  which  we  have  spoken,  and  cannot,  by  any  just  rule  of 
interpretation,  be  extended  to  territory  which  the  new  Government 
might  afterward  obtain  from  a  foreign  nation.  Consequently,  the 
power  which  Congress  may  have  lawfully  exercised  in  this  Terri- 
tory, while  it  remained  under  a  Territorial  Government,  and 
which  may  have  been  sanctioned  by  judicial  decision,  can  furnish 
no  justification  and  no  argument  to  sd^port  a  similar  exercise  of 
power  over  territory  afterward  acquired  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. We  put  aside,  therefore,  any  argument,  drawn  fi'om  pre- 
cedents, showing  the  extent  of  the  power  which  the  General  Gov- 
ernment exercised  over  slavery  in  this  Territory,  as  altogether 
inapplicable  to  the  case  before  us. 

But  the  case  of  the  American  and  Ocean  Insurance  Companies 
V.  Canter  (1  Pet.,  511)  has  been  quoted  as  establishing  a  different 
construction  of  this  clause  of  the  Constitution.  There  is,  how- 
ever, not  the  slightest  conflict  between  the  opinion  now  given  and 
the  one  referred  to ;  and  it  is  only  by  taking  a  single  sentence  out 
of  the  latter  and  separating  it  from  the  context,  that  even  an  ap- 
pearance of  conflict  can  be  shown.  We  need  not  comment  on 
such  a  mode  of  expounding  an  opinion  of  the  court.  Indeed  it 
most  commonly  misrepresents  instead  of  expounding  it.  And 
this  is  fully  exemplified  in  the  case  referred  to,  where,  if  one  sen- 
tence is  taken  by  itself,  the  opinion  Would  appear  to  be  in  direct 
conflict  with  that  now  given ;  but  the  words  which  immediately 
follow  that  sentence  show  that  the  court  did  not  mean  to  decide 
the  point,  but  merely  affirmed  the  power  of  Congress  to  establish 
a  Government  in  the  Territory,  leaving  it  an  open  question, 
whether  that  power  was  derived  from  this  clause  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, or  was  to  be  necessarily  inferred  from  a  power  to  acquire 
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temtorj  by  cessiou  from  a  foreign  Government.  The  opinion  on 
this  part  of  the  ease  is  short,  and  we  give  the  whole  of  it  to  show 
how  well  the  selection  of  a  single  sentence  is  calculated  to  mislead. 

The  passage  referred  to  is  in  page  542,  in  which  the  court,  in 
speaking  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  establish  a  Territorial  Gov- 
ernment in  Florida  until  it  should  become  a  State,  uses  the  follow- 
ing language : 

^'lu  the  mean  time  Florida  continues  to  be  a  Territory  of  the 
United  States,  governed  by  that  clause  of  the  Constitution  which 
empowers  Congi*ess  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations 
respecting  the  territory  or  other  property  of  the  United  States. 
Perhaps  the  power  of  governing  a  Territoiy  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  which  has  not,  by  becoming  a  State,  acquired  the 
means  of  self-government,  may  result,  necessarily,  from  the  facts 
that  it  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  particular  State,  and 
is  within  the  power  and  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  The 
right  to  govern  may  be  the  inevitable  consequence  of  the  right  to 
acquire  territory.  W/iich$)er  may  he  tJie  source  from  which  the 
power  is  derived^  the  possession  of  it  is  unquestion(ible.^'* 

It  is  thus  clear,  from  the  whole  opinion  on  this  point,  that  the 
court  did  not  mean  to  decide  whether  the  power  was  derived  from 
the  clause  in  the  Constitution,  or  was  the  necessary  consequence 
of  the  right  to  acquire.  They  do  decide  that  the  power  in  Con- 
gress is  unquestionable,  and  in  this  we  entirely  concur,  and  noth- 
ing will  be  found  in  this  opinion  to  the  contrary.  The  power 
stands  firmly  on  the  latter  alternative  put  by  the  court — ^that  is,  as 
"  the  inevitable  consequence  of  the  right  to  acquire  territory. ^^ 

And  what  still  more  clearly  demonstrates  that  the  court  did  not 
mean  to  decide  the  question,  but  leave  it  open  for  future  considera- 
tion, is  the  fact  that  the  case  was  decided  in  the  Circuit  Court  by 
Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  and  his  decision  was  affirmed  by  the  Supreme 
Court.  His  opinion  at  the  circuit  is  given  in  full  in  a  note  to  the 
case,  and  in  that  opinion  he  states,  in  explicit  terms,  that  the 
clause  of  the  Constitution  applies  only  to  the  territory  then  within 
the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  not  to  Florida,  which  had 
been  acquired  by  cession  from  Spain.  This  part  of  his  opinion 
will  be  found  in  the  note  in  page  517  of  the  report.  But  he  does 
not  dissent  from  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court ;  thereby  show- 
ing that,  in  his  judgment,  as  well  as  that  of  the  court,  the  case 
before  t}iem  did  not  call  for  a  decision  on  that  particular  point, 
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and  the  court  abstained  from  deciding  it.  And  in  a  part  of  its 
opinion  subsequent  to  the  passage  we  have  quoted,  where  the 
court  speak  of  the  legislative  power  of  Congress  in  Florida,  they 
Btill  speak  with  the  same  reserve.  And  in  page  546,  speaking  of 
the  power  of  Congress  to  authorize  the  Territorial  Legislature  to 
establish  courts  there,  the  court  say :  "  They  are  legislative  courts, 
created  in  virtue  of  the  general  right  of  sovereignty  which  exists 
in  the  Government,  or  in  virtue  of  that  clause  which  enables 
Congress  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the 
territory  belonging  to  the  United  States." 

It  has  been  said  that  the  construction  given  to  this  clause  is 
new,  and  now  for  the  first  time  brought  forward.  The  casa  of 
which  we  are  speaking,  and  which  has  been  so  much  discussed, 
shows  that  the  fact  is  otherwise.  It  shows  that  precisely  the  same 
question  came  before  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  at  his  circuit,  thirty 
years  ago — was  fully  considered  by  him,  and  the  same  construc- 
tion given  to  the  clause  in  the  Constitution  which  is  now  given  by 
this  court.  And  that  upon  an  appeal  from  his  decision  the  same 
question  was  brought  before  this  court,  but  was  not  decided  be- 
cause a  decision  upon  it  was  not  required  by  the  case  before  the 
court. 

There  is  another  sentence  in  the  opinion  which  has  been  com- 
mented on,  which  even  in  a  still  more  striking  m»nner  shows  how 
one  may  mislead  or  be  misled  by  taking  out  a  single  sentence 
from  the  opinion  of  a  court,  and  leaving  out  of  view  what  pre- 
cedes and  follows.  It  is  in  page  546,  near  the  close  of  the 
opinion,  in  which  the  court  say :  "  In  legislating  for  them,"  (the 
territories  of  the  United  States,)  "Congress  exercises  the  com- 
bined powers  of  the  General  and  of  a  State  Government."  And 
it  is  said,  that  as  a  State  may  unquestionably  prohibit  slavery 
within  its  territory,  this  sentence  decides  in  effect  that  Congress 
may  do  the  same  in  a  territory  of  the  United  States,  exercising 
there  the  powers  of  a  State,  as  well  as  the  power  of  the  General 
Government. 

The  examination  of  this  passage  in  the  case  referred  to,  would 
be  more  appropriate  when  we  come  to  consider  in  another  part 
of  this  opinion  what  power  Congress  can  constitutionally  exer- 
cise in  a  Territory,  over  the  rights  of  person  or  rights  of  property 
of  a  citizen.  But,  as  it  is  in  the  same  case  with  the  passage  we 
have  before  commented  on,  we  dispose  of  it  now,  as  it  will  save 
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the  court  from  the  necessity  of  referring  again  to  the  case.  And 
it  will  be  seen  upon  reading  the  page  in  which  this  sentence  is 
found,  that  it  has  no  reference  whatever  to  the  power  of  Congress 
over  rights  of  person  or  rights  of  property — but  relates  altogether 
to  the  power  of  establishing  judicial  tribunals  to  administer  the 
laws  constitutionally  passed,  and  defining  the  jurisdiction  they 
may  exercise. 

The  law  of  Congress  establishing  a  Territorial  Ck)vernment  in 
Florida,  provided  that  the  Legislature  of  the  Territory  should 
have  legislative  powers  over  ''  all  rightful  objects  ^f  legislation ; 
but  no  law  should  be  valid  which  was  inconsistent  with  the  laws 
andi Constitution  of  the  United  States.'' 

Under  the  power  thus  conferred,  the  Legislature  of  Florida 
passed  an  act,  erecting  a  tribunal  at.Key  West  to  decide  cases  of 
salvage.  And  in  the  case  of  which  we  are  speaking,  the  question 
arose  whether  the  Territorial  Legislature  could  be  authorized  by 
Congress  to  establish  such  a  tribunal,  with  such  powers  ;  and  one 
of  the  parties  among  other  objections,  insisted  that  Congress 
could  not  uuder  the  Constitution  authorize  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  to  establish  such  a  tribunal  with  such  powers,  but  that 
it  must  be  established  by  Congress  itself;  and  that  a  sale  of 
cargo  made  under  its  order,  to  pay  salvprs,  was  void,  as  made 
without  legal  authority,  and  passed  no  property  to  the  purchaser. 

It  is  in  disposing  of  this  objection  that  the  sentence  relied  on 
occurs,  and  the  court  begin  that  part  of  the  opinion  by  stating 
with  great  precision  the  point  which  they  are  about  to  decide. 

They  say :  "  It  has  been  contended  that  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  the  judicial  power  of  the  United  States  extends 
to  all  cases  of  admiralty  and  maritime  jurisdiction ;  and  that  the 
whole  of  the  judicial  power  must  be  vested  '  in  one  Supreme 
Court,  and  in  such  inferior  courts  as  Congress  shall  from  time  to 
time  ordain  and  establish.'  Hence  it  has  been  argued  that  Con- 
gress can  not  vest  admiralty  jurisdiction  in  courts  created  by  the 
Territorial  Legislature." 

And  after  thus  clearly  stating  the  point  before  them,  and  which 
they  were  about  to  decide,  they  proceed  to  show  that  these  Terri- 
torial tribunals  were  not  constitutional  courts,  but  merely  legis- 
lative, and  that  Congress  might,  therefore,  delegate  the  power  to 
the  Territorial  Government  to  establish  the  court  in  question ; 
and  they  conclude  that  part  of  the  opinion  in  the  following 
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words :  ''  Although  admiralty  jarisdiction  can  be  exercised  in  the 
States  in  those  courts  only  which  are  established  in  pursuance  of 
the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  the  same  limitation  does  not 
extend  to  the  Territories.  In  legislating  for  them,  Congress  ex- 
prcises  the  combined  powers  of  the  General  and  State  Govern- 
ments." 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  by  these  quotations  from  the  opinion,  that 
the  court,  after  stating  the  question  it  was  about  to  decide  in  a 
manner  too  plain  to  be  misunderstood,  proceeded  to  decide  it,  and 
announced,  as  the  opinion  of  the  tribunal,  that  in  organizing  the 
judicial  department  of  the  Government  in  a  Territory  of  the 
United  States,  Congress  does  not  act  under,  and  is  not  restricted 
by,  the  third  article  in  the  Constitution,  and  is  not  bound,  in  a 
Territory,  to  ordain  and  establish  courts  in  which  the  judges  hold 
their  offices  during  good  behaviour,  but  may  exercise  the  discre- 
tionary power  which  a  State  exercises  in  establishing  its  judicial 
department,  and  regulating  the  jurisdiction  of  its  courts,  and  may 
authorize  the  Territorial  Government  to  establish,  or  may  itself 
establish,  courts  in  which  the  judges  hold  their  offices  for  a  term 
of  years  only ;  and  may  vest  in  them  judicial  power  upon  sub- 
jects confided  to  the  judiciary  of  the  United  States.  And  in 
doing  this.  Congress  amdoubtedly  exercises  the  combined  power 
of  the  General  and  a  State  Government.  It  exercises  the 
discretionary  power  of  a  State  Government  in  authorizing  the 
establishment  of  a  court  in  which  the  judges  hold  their  ap- 
pointments for  a  term  of  years  only,  and  not  during  good 
behaviour ;  and  it  exercises  the  power  of  the  General  Govern 
ment  in  investing  that  court  with  admiralty  jurisdiction,  over 
which  the  General  Government  had  exclusive  jurisdiction  in  the 
Territory. 

No  one,  we  presume,  will  question  the  correctness  of  that 
opinion ;  nor  is  there  any  thing  in  conflict  with  it  in  the  opinion 
now  given.  The  point  decided  in  the  case  cited  has  no  relation 
to  the  question  now  before  the  court.  That  depended  on  the  con- 
struction of  the  third  article  of  the  Constitution,  in  relation  to  the 
judiciary  of  the  United  States,  and  the  power  which  Congress 
might  exercise  in  a  Territory  in  organizing  the  judicial  depart- 
ment of  the  Government.  The  case  before  us  depends  upon  other 
and  different  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  altogether  separate 
and  apart  from  the  one  above  mentioned.    The  question  as  to 
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what  courts  Congress  may  ordain  or  establish  in  a  Territory  to 
administer  laws  which  the  Constitution  authorizes  it  to  pass,  and 
what  laws  it  is  or  is  not  authorized  by  the  Constitution  to  pass, 
are  widely  different — are  regulated  by  different  and  separate 
articles  of  the  Constitution,  and  stand  upon  different  principles. 
And  we  ai'e  satisfied  that  no  one  who  reads  attentively  the  page 
in  Peters'  Reports  to  which  we  have  referred,  can  suppose  that 
the  attention  of  the  court  was  drawn  for  a  moment  to  the  question 
now  before  this  court,  or  that  it  meant  in  that  case .  to  say  that 
Congress  had  <a  right  to  prohibit  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
from  taking  any  property  which  he  lawfiilly  held  into  a  Territory 
of  the  United  States. 

This  brings  us  to  examine  by  what  provision  of  the  Constitu- 
tion the  present  Federal  Government,  under  its  delegated  and 
restricted  powers,  is  authorized  to  acquire  territory  outside  of  the 
original  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  what  powers  it  may  ex- 
ercise therein*  over  the  person  or  property  of  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  while  it  remains  a  Territory,  and  until  it  shall  be 
admitted  as  one  of  the  States  of  the  Union. 

There  is  certainly  no  power  given  by  the  Constitution  to  the 
Federal  Government  to  establish  or  rnaintain  colonies  bordering 
on  the  United  States  or  at  a  distance,  to  be  ruled  and  governed  at 
its  own  pleasure ;  nor  to  enlarge  its  territorial  limits  in  any  way, 
except  by  the  admission  of  new  States.  That  power  is  plainly 
given  ;  and  if  a  new  State  is  admitted,  it  needs  no  further  legis- 
lation from  Congress,  because  the  Constitution  itself  defines  the 
relative  rights  and  powers,  and  duties  of  the  State,  and  the 
citizens  of  the  State,  and  the  Federal  Government.  Bat  no  power 
is  given  to  acquire  a  Territory  to  be  held  and  governed  perma- 
nently in  that  character. 

And  indeed  the  power  exercised  by  Congress  to  acquire  terri- 
tory and  establish  a  Government  there,  according  to  its  own  un 
limited  discretion,  was  viewed  with  great  jealousy  by  the  leading 
statesmen  of  the  day.  And  in  the  Federalist,  (No.  38,)  written 
by  Mr.  Madison,  he  speaks  of  the  acquisition  of  the  Northwestern 
Territory  by  the  confederated  States,  by  the  cession  from  Virginia, 
and  the  establishment  of  a  Government  there,  as  an  exercise  of 
power  not  warranted  by  the  Articles  of  Confederation,  and  dan- 
gerous to  the  liberties  of  the  people.  And  he  urges  the  adoption 
of  the  Constitution  as  a  security  and  safeguard  against  such  an 
exercise  of  power. 
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Wc  do  not  mean,  however,  to  question  the  power  of  Oongress 
in  this  respect.  The  power  to  expand  the  territory  of  the  United 
States  bj  the  admission  of  new  States  is  plainly  given ;  and  in 
the  construction  of  this  power  by  all  the  departments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment) it  has  been  held  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  terri- 
tory, not  fit  for  admission  at  the  time,  but  to  be  admitted  as  soon 
as  its  population  and  situation  would  entitle  it  to  admission.  It 
is  acquired  to  become  a  State,  and  not  to  be  held  as  a  colony  and 
governed  by  Congress  with  absolute  authority ;  and  as  the  pro- 
priety of  admitting  a  new  State  is  committed  to  the  sound  discre- 
tion of  Congress,  the  power  to  acquire  territory  for  that  pm'pose, 
to  be  held  by  the  United  States  until  it  is  in  a  suitable  condition 
to  become  a  State  upon  an  equal  footing  with  the  other  States, 
must  rest  upon  the  same  discretion.  It  is  a  question  for  the  polit- 
ical department  of  the  Government,  and  not  the  judicial ;  and 
whatever  the  political  department  of  the  Government  shall  recog- 
nize as  within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  the  judicial 
department  is  also  bound  to  recognize,  and  to  administer  in  it 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  so  far  as  they  apply,  and  to  main- 
tain in  the  Territory  the  authority  and  rights  of  the  Government, 
and  also  the  personal  rights  and  rights  of  property  of  individual 
citizens,  as  secured  by  the  Constitution.  All  we  mean  to  say  on 
this  point  is,  that,  as  there  is  no  express  regulation  in  the  Con- 
stitution defining  the  power  which  the  General  Government  may 
exercise  over  the  person  or  property  of  a  citizen  in  a  Territory 
thus  acquired,  the  court  must  necessarily  look -to  the  provisions 
and  principles  of  the  Constitution,  and  its  distribution  of  powers, 
for  the  rules  and  principles  by  which  its  decision  must  be  governed. 

Taking  this  rule  to  guide  us,  it  may  be  safely  assumed  that  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  who  migrate  to  a  Territory  belonging  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  cannot  be  ruled  as  mere  colonists, 
dependent  upon  the  will  of  the  General  Government,  and  to  be 
governed  by  any  laws  it  may  think  proper  to  impose.  The  prin- 
ciple upon  which  our  Government  rests,  and  upon  which  alone 
they  continue  to  exist,  is  the  union  of  States,  sovereign  and  inde- 
pendent within  their  own  limits  in  their  internal  and  domestic 
concerns,  and  bound  together  as  one  people  by  a  General  Govern- 
ment, possessing  certain  enumerated  and  restricted  powers,  dele- 
gated to  it  by  the  people  of  the  several  States,  and  exercising 
supreme  authority  within  tlie  scope  of  the  powers  granted  to  it, 
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throughout  the  dominion  of  the  United  States.  A  power,  there- 
fore, in  the  General  Government  to  obtain  and  hold  colonies  and 
dependent  territories,  over  which  thej  might  legislate  without 
restriction,  would  be  inconsistent  with  its  own  existence  in  its 
present  form.  Whatever  it  acquires,  it  acquires  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  of  the  several  States  who,  created  it.  It  is  their  trustee 
acting  for  them,  and  charged  with  the  duty  of  promoting  the  in- 
terests of  the  whole  people  of  the  whole  Union  in  the  exercise  of 
the  powera  specifically  granted. 

At  the  time  when  the  Territory  in  question  was  obtained  by 
cession  from  France,  it  contained  no  population  fit  to  be  associated 
together  and  admitted  as  a  State ;  and  it  therefore  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  hold  possession  of  it,  as  a  Territory  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  until  it  was  settled  and  inhabited  by  a  civilized 
community  capable  of  self-government,  and  in  a  condition  to  be 
admitted  on  equal  terms  with  the  other  States  as  a  member  of  the 
Union.  But,  as  we  have  before  said,  it  was  acquired  by  the  Gen- 
eral Government,  as  the  representative  and  trustee  of  the  people 
of.  the  United  States,  and  it  must  therefore  be  held  in  that  charac- 
ter for  their  common  and  equal  benefit ;  for  it  was  the  people  of 
the  several  States,  acting  through  their  agent  and  representative, 
the  Federal  Government,  who  in  fact  acquired  the  Territory  in 
question,  and  the  Government  holds  it  for  their  common  use  until 
it  shall  be  associated  with  the  other  States  as  a  member  of  the 
Union. 

But  until  that  time  arrives,  it  is  undoubtedly  necessary  that 
some  Government  should  be  established  in  order  to  organize  so- 
ciety, and  to  protect  the  inhabitants  in  their  persons  and  property ; 
and  as  the  people  of  the  United  States  could  act  in  this  matter 
only  through  the  Government  which  represented  them,  and 
through  which  they  spoke  and  acted  when  the  Territory  was  ob- 
tained, it  was  not  only  within  the  scope  of  its  powers,  but  it  was 
its  duty  to  pass  such  laws  and  establish  such  a  Government  as 
would  enable  those  by  whose  authority  they  acted  to  reap  the  ad- 
vantages anticipated  from  its  acquisition,  and  to  gather  there  a 
population  which  would  enable  it  to  assume  the  position  to  which 
it  was  destined  among  the  States  of  the  Union.  The  power  to 
acquire  necessarily  carries  with  it  the  power  to  preserve  and  ap- 
ply to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  acquired.  The  form  of  gov- 
ernnient  to  be  established  necessarily  rested  in  the  discretion  of 
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Congress.  It  was  their  duty  to  establish  the  one  that  would  be 
best  suited  for  the  protection  and  security  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  other  inhabitants  who  might  be  authorized  to 
take  up  their  abode  there,  and  that  must  always  depend  upon  the 
existing  condition  of  the  Territory,  as  to  the  number  and  charac- 
ter of  its  inhabitants,  and  their  situation  in  the  Territory.  In 
some  cases  a  Government,  consisting  of  persons  appointed  by  the 
Federal  Government,  would  best  subserve  the  interests  of  the  Ter- 
ritory, when  the  inhabitants  were  few  and  scattered,  and  new  to 
one  another.  In  other  instances,  it  would  be  more  advisable  to 
commit  the  powers  of  self-government  to  the  people  who  had  set- 
tled in  the  Territory,  as  being  the  most  competent  to  determine 
what  was  best  for  their  own  interests.  But  some  form  of  civil  au- 
thority would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  organize  and  preserve 
civilized  society,  and  prepare  it  to  become  a  State ;  and  what  is 
the  best  form  must  always  depend  on  the  condition  of  the  terri- 
tory at  the  time,  and  the  choice  of  the  mode  must  depend  upon 
the  exercise  of  a  discretionary  power  by  Congress,  acting  within 
the  scope  of  its  constitutional  authority,  and  not  infringing  upon 
the  rights  of  person  or  rights  of  property  of  the  citizen  who  might 
go  there  to  reside,  or  for  any  other  lawful  purpose.  It  was  ac- 
quired by  the  exercise  of  this  discretion,  and  it  must  be  held  and 
governed  in  like  manner,  until  it  is  fitted  to  be  a  State. 

But  the  power  of  Congress  over  the  person  or  property  of  a  citi- 
zen can  never  be  a  mere  discretionary  power  under  our  Constitu- 
tion and  form  of  Government.  The  powers  of  the  Government 
and  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  citizen  are  regulated  and 
plainly  defined  by  the  Constitution  itself.  And  when  the  Terri- 
tory becomes  a  part-of  the  United  States,  the  Federal  Government 
enters  into  possession  in  the  character  impressed  upon  it  by  those 
who  created  it.  It  enters  upon  it  with  its  powers  over  the  citizen 
strictly  defined,  and  limited  by  the  Constitution,  fi"om  which  it 
derives  its  own  existence,  and  by  virtue  of  which  alone  it  contin- 
ues to  exist  and  act  as  a  Government  and  sovereignty.  It  has  no 
power  of  any  kind  beyond  it;  and  it  cannot,  when  it  enters  a  Ter- 
ritory of  the  United  States,  put  ofi*  its  character,  and  assume  dis- 
cretionary or  despotic  powers  which  the  Constitution  has  denied 
to  it.  It  cannot  create  for  itself  a  new  character  separated  from 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  the  duties  it  owes  them 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution.    The  Territory  being  a 
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part  of  the  United  States,  the  Government  and  the  citizen  both 
enter  it  under  the  authority  of  the  Constiution,  with  their  respect- 
ive rights  defined  and  marked  out;  and  the  Federal  Government 
can  exercise  no  power  over  his  person  or  property,  beyond  what 
that  instrument  confers,  nor  lawftdly  deny  any  right  which  it  has 
reserved. 

A  reference  to  a  few  of  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  will 
illustrate  this  proposition. 

For  example,  no  one,  we  presume,  will  contend  that  Congress 
can  make  any  law  in  a  Territory  respecting  the  establishment  of 
religion,  or  the  free  exercise  thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom  of 
speech  or  of  the  press,  or  the  right  of  the  people  of  the  Territory 
peacably  to  assemble,  and  to  petition  the  Government  for  the  re- 
dress of  grievances. 

Nor  can  Congress  deny  to  the  people  the  right  to  keep  and  bear 
arms,  nor  the  right  to  trial  by  jury,  nor  compel  any  one  to  be  a 
witness  against  himself  in  a  criminal  proceeding. 

These  powers,  and  others,  in  relation  to  rights  of  person,  which 
it  is  not  necessary  here  to  enumerate,  are,  in  express  and  positive 
terms,  denied  to  the  General  Government ;  and  the  rights  of  pri- 
vate property  have  been  guarded  with  equal  care.  Thus  tiie  rights 
of  property  are  united  with  the  rights  of  person,  and  placed  on 
the  same  ground  by  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution, 
which  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty, 
and  property,  without  due  process  of  law.  And  an  act  of  Con- 
gress which  deprives  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  his  liberty 
or  property,  merely  because  he  came  himself  or  brought  his  prop- 
erty into  a  particular  Territory  of  tl^p  United  States,  and  who  had 
committed  no  oifense  against  the  laws,  could,  hardly  be  dignified 
with  the  name  of  due  process  of  law. 

So,  too,  it  will  hardly  be  contended  that  Congress  could  by  law 
quarter  a  soldier  in  a  house  in  a  Territory  without  the  consent  of 
the  owner,  in  time  of  peace;  nor  in  time  of  war,  but  in  a  manner 
prescribed  by  law.  Nor  could  they  by  law  forfeit  the  property  of 
a  citizen  in  a  Territory  who  was  convicted  of  treason,  for  a  longer 
period  than  the  life  of  the  person  convicted;  nor  take  private 
property  for  public  use  without  just  compensation. 

The  powers  over  person  and  property  of  which  we  speak  are 
not  only  not  granted  to  Congress,  but  are  in  express  terms  denied, 
and  they  are  forbidden  to  exercise  them.     And  this  prohibition  is 
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not  coDfinod  to  tlie  States,  bat  the  words  are  general,  and  extend, 
to  the  whole  territory  over  which  the  Constitution  gives  it  power 
to  legislate,  including  those  portions  of  it  remaining  under  Terri- 
torial Government,  as  well  as  that  covered  by  States,  It  is  a  total 
absence  of  power  everywhere  within  the  dominion  of  the  United 
States,  and  places  the  citizens  of  a  Territory,  so  far  as  these  rights 
are  concerned,  on  the  same  footing  with  citizens  of  the  States,  and 
guards  them  as  firmly  and  plainly  against  any  inroads  which  the 
General  Government  might  attempt,  under  the  plea  of  implied  or 
incidental  powers.  And  if  Congress  itself  cannot  do  this — if  it  is 
beyond  the  powers  conferred  on  the  Federal  Government — ^it  will 
be  admitted,  we  presume,  that  it  could  not*  authorize  a  Territorial 
Government  to  exercise  them.  It  could  confer  no  power  on  any 
local  Government,  established  by  its  authority,  to  violate  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Constitution. 

It  seems,  however,  to  be  supposed,  that  there  is  a  difierence  be- 
tween property  in  a  slave  and  other  property,  and  that  difierent 
rules  may  be  applied  to  it  in  expounding  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  And  the  laws  and  usages  of  nations,  and  the  wri- 
tings of  eminent  jurists  upon  the  relation  of  master  and  slave  and 
their  mutual  rights  and  duties,  and  the  powers  which  Govern- 
ments may  exercise K)ver  it,  have  been  dwelt  upon  in  the  argu- 
ment. 

But  in  considering  the  question  before  us,  it  must  be  borne  in/ 
mind  that  there  is  no  law  of  nations  standing  between  the  people 
of  the  United  States  and  their  Government,  and  interfering  with 
their  relation  to  each  other.  The  powers  of  the  Government,  and 
the  rights  of  the  citizen  under  it,  are  positive  and  practical  regu- 
lations plainly  written  down.  The  people  of  the  United  States 
have  delegated  to  it  certain  enumerated  powers,  and  forbidden  it 
to  exercise  others.  It  has  no  power  over  the  person  or  property 
of  a  citizen  but  what  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  have  granted. 
And  no  laws  or  usages  of  other  nations,  or  reasoning  of  states- 
men or  jurists  upon  the  relations  of  master  and  slave,  can  enlarge 
the  powers  of  the  Government,  or  take  from  the  citizens  the  rights 
they  have  reserved.  And  if  the  Constitution  recognizes  the  right 
of  property  of  the  master  in  a  slave,  and  makes  no  distinction 
between  that  description  of  property  and  other  property  owned 
by  a  citizen,  no  tribunal,  acting  under  the  authority  of  the  United 

Stated,  whether  it  be  legislative,  executive,  or  judicial,  has  a  right 
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to  draw  snch  a  distlDction,  or  dcuj  to  it  the  benefit  of  the  provis- 
ions and  guarantees  which  have  been  provided  for  the  protection 
of  private  property  against  the  encroachments  of  the  GrovemmeBt 

Now,  as  we  have  already  said  in  an  earlier  part  of  this  opinion, 
upon  a  different  point,  the  right  of  property  in  a  filave  is  distiocdj 
and  expressly  aflBrmed  in  the  Constitution.  The  right  to  trkflSc 
in  it,  like  an  ordinary  article  of  merchandise  and  property,  was 
guaranteed  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  every  State  that 
might  desire  it,  for  twenty  years.  And  the  Government  in 
express  terms  is  pledged  to  protect  it  in  all  future  time,  if  the 
slave  escapes  from  his  owner.  This  is  done  in  plain  words — too 
plain  to  be  misunderstood.  And  no  word  can  be  found  in  the 
Constitution  which  gives  Congress  a  greater  power  over  slave- 
property,  or  which  entitles  property  of  that  kind  to  less  protection 
than  property  of  any  other  description.  The  only  power  conferred 
is  the  power  coupled  with  the  duty  of  guai*ding  and  protecting 
the  owner  in  his  rights. 

Upon  these  considerations,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  court  that 
the  act  of  Congress  which  prohibited  a  citizen  from  holding  and 
owning  property  of  this  kind  in  the  territory  of  the  United  States 
north  of  the  line  therein  mentioned,  is  not  warranted  by  the 
Constitution,  and  is  therefore  void :  and  that  neither  Dred  Scott 
himself,  nor  any  of  his  family,  were  made  free  by  being  cairied 
into  this  territory ;  even  if  they  had  been  carried  there  by  the 
owner,  with  the  intention  of  becoming  a  permanent  resident. 

We  have  so  far  examined  the  case,  as  it  stands  nnder  tlie 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  the  powers  thereby  dele- 
gated to  the  Federal  Government. 

But  there  is  another  point  in  the  case  which  depends  on  State 
power  and  State  law.  And  it  is  contended,  on  the  part  of  the 
plaintiff,  that  he  is  made  free  by  being  taken  to  Eock  Island,  in 
the  State  of  Illinois,  independently  of  his  residence  in  the  terri- 
tory of  the  United  States ;  and  being  so  made  free,  he  was  not 
again  reduced  to  a  state  of  slavery  by  being  brought  back  to 
Missouri. 

Our  notice  of  this  part  of  the  case  will  be  very  brief;  for  the 
principle  on  which  it  depends  was  decided  in  this  court,  upon 
much  consideration  in  the  case  of  Strader  et  al.  v.  Graham, 
reported  in  10th  Howard,  82.  In  that  case,  the  slaves  had  been 
taken  from  Kentucky  to  Ohio,  with  the  consent  of  the  owner, 
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and  afterward  brought  back,  to  Kentucky.  And  this  court  held 
tliat  their  statvs  or  condition,  as  free  or  slave,  depended  upon  the 
laws  of  Kentucky,  when  they  were  brought  back  into  that  State, 
and  not  of  Ohio ;  and  that  this  court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  revise 
the  judgment  of  a  State  court  upon  its  own  laws.  This  was  the 
point  directly  before  the  court,  and  the  decision  that  this  court 
had  not  jurisdiction  turned  upon  it,  as  will  be  seen  by  the  report 
of  the  case. 

So  in  this  case.  As  Scott  was  a  slave  when  taken  into  the 
State  of  Illinois  by  his  owner,  and  was  there  held  as  such,  and 
brought  back  in  that  character,  his  status^  as  fr'ee  or  slave, 
depended  on  the  laws  of  Missouri,  and  not  of  Illinois. 

It  has,  however,  been  urged  in  the  argument,  that  by  tlie  laws 
of  Missouri  he  was  free  on  his  return,  and  that  this  case,  there- 
fore, can  not  be  governed  by  the  case  of  Strader  et  al.  v.  Graham, 
where  it  appeared,  by  the  laws  of  Kentucky,  that  the  plaintiffl 
continued  to  be  slaves  on  their  return  from  Ohio.  But  whatever 
doubts  or  opinions  may,  at  one  time,  have  been  entertained  upon 
this  subjeet,  we  are  satisfied,  upon  a  carefril  examination  of  all 
the  cases  decided  in  the  State  courts  of  Missouri  referred  to,  that 
it  is  now  firmly  settled  by  the  decisions  of  the  highest  court  in 
the  State,  that  Scott  and  his  family  upon  their  return  were  not 
free,  but  were,  by  the  laws  of  Missouri,  the  property  of  the 
defendant ;  and  that  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States  had 
no  jurisdiction,  when,  by  the  laws  of  the  State,  the  plaintiff  was 
a  slave,  and  not  a  citizen. 

Moreover,  the  plaintiff,  it  appears,  brought  a  similar  action 
against  the  defendant  in  the  State  Court  of  Missouri,  claiming  the 
freedom  of  himself  and  his  family  upon  the  same  grounds  and 
the  same  evidence  upon  which  he  relies  in  the  case  before  the 
court.  The  case  was  carried  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
State ;  was  fully  argued  there ;  and  that  court  decided  that  neither 
the  plaintiff  nor  his  family  were  entitled  to  freedom,  and  were 
still  the  slaves  of  the  defendant ;  and  reversed  the  judgment  of 
the  inferior  State  court,  which  had  given  a  different  decision. 
K  the  plaintiff  supposed  that  this  judgment  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  State  was  erroneous,  and  that  this  court  had  juris- 
diction to  revise  and  reverse  it,  the  only  mode  by  which  he  could 
legally  bring  it  before  this  court  was  by  writ  of  error  directed  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State,  requiring  it  to  transmit  the  record 
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to  this  conrt.  If  this  had  been  done,  it  is  too  plain  for  argament 
that  the  writ  mnst  have  been  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction 
in  this  coni*t.  The  case  of  Strader  and  others  v.  Graham  is 
directly  in  point;  and,  indeed,  independent  of  any  decision,  the 
language  of  the  25th  section  of  the  act  of  1789  is  too  clear  and 
precise  to  admit  of  controversy. 

But  the  plaintiff  did  not  pnrsne  the  mode  prescribed  by  law 
for  bringing  the  judgment  of  a  State  court  before  this  court  for 
revision,  but  suffered  the  case  to  be  remanded  to  the  inferior  State 
court,  where  it  is  still  continued,  and  is,  by  agreement  of  parties, 
to  await  the  judgment  of  this  court  on  the  point.  All  of  this 
appears  on  the  record  before  us,  and  by  the  printed  report  of  the 
case. 

And  while  the  case  is  yet  open  and  pending  in  the  inferior 
State  court,  the  plaintiff  goes  into  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United 
States,  upon  the  same  case  and  the  same  evidence,  and  against 
the  same  party,  and  proceeds  to  judgment,  and  then  brings  here 
the  same  case  from  the  Circuit  Court,  which  the  law  would  not 
have  permitted  him  to  bring  directly  from  the  State  court.  And 
if  this  court  takes  jurisdiction  in  this  form,  the  result,  so  far  as 
the  rights  of  the  respective  parties  are  concerned,  is  in  every 
respect  substantially  the  same  as  if  it  had  in  open  violation  of 
law  entertained  jurisdiction  over  the  judgment  of  the  State 
court  upon  a  writ  of  error,  and  revised  and  reversed  its  judgment 
upon  the  ground  that  its  opinion  upon  the  question  of  law  was 
erroneous.  It  would  ill  become  this  court  to  sanction  such  an 
attempt  to  evade  the  law,  or  to  exercise  an  appellate  power  in 
this  circuitous  way,  which  it  is  forbidden  to  exercise  in  the  direct 
and  regular  and  invariable  forms  of  judicial  proceedings. 

Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  it  is  the  judgment  of  this  court, 
that  it  appears  by  the  record  before  us  that  the  plaintiff  in  error 
is  not  a  citizen  of  Missouri,  in  the  sense  in  which  that  word  is 
used  in  the  Constitution ;  and  that  the  Circuit  Court  of  the 
United  States,  for  that  reason,  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  case, 
and  could  give  no  judgment  in  it.  Its  judgment  for  the  defend- 
ant must,  consequently,  be  reversed,  and  a  mandate  issued, 
directing  the  suit  to  be  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction  ^ 


THE 


FUGITIVE  SLAVE  LAV. 


BT 


REV.  CHARLES  HODGE,  D.D. 


OF   NEW  JER8ET. 


THE  FUGITIVE  SLAVE  LAW. 


NoTX. — We  have  affixed,  by  way  of  oommeut  to  **  the  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme  Court  iu  the  Dred  Scott  case,*'  the  following  able  paper  from  the  pen  of 
Prof.  Uodge.  It  lucidly  explains  the  source  and  sanction  of  Civil  Government, 
and  deduces  therefrom  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  governed. — Ed. 


Alleged  Immorality  of  the  Law  answered — Duty  of  Obedience — Qovemmeut 
a  Divine  Institution — The  Warrant  of  Government  is  not  the  consent  of  the 
governed — Infidel  Doctrines — ^Deductions  from  this  Doctrine — Decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court — Objections  answered — Conscience  and  the  Law — Duty 
of  Executive  Officers — Duty  of  Private  Citizens—Objections  answered — 
Eight  of  Revolution — Summary  application  of  these  principles  to  the  Fugi- 
tive Slave  Law — Conclusion. 

There  is  no  more  obvious  dnty,  at  the  present  time,  resting  on 
American  Christians,  ministers  and  people,  tlian  to  endeavor  to 
promote  kind  feelings  between  the  South  and  the  Nortli.  All 
fierce  addresses  to  the  passions,  on  either  side,  are  fratricidal.  It 
is  an  offense  against  the  gospel,  against  our  common  country,  and 
against  God.  Every  one  should  endeavor  to  diffiise  right  princi- 
ples, and  thus  secure  right  feeling  and  action,  under  the  blessing 
of  God  in  every  part  of  the  land.  If  the  South  has  no  such 
grounds  of  complaint  as  would  justify  them  before  God  and  the 
human  race,  whose  trustees  in  one  important  sense  they  are,  in 
dissolving  the  Union,  how  is  it  with  the  North!  Are  they  justi- 
fiable in  the  violent  resistance  to  the  fugitive  slave  bill,  which 
has  been  threatened  or  attempted  ?  This  opposition  in  a  great 
measure  has  been  confined  to  the  abolitionists  as  a  party,  and 
as  such  they  are  a  small  minority  of  the  people.  They  have 
never  included  in  their  ranks  either  the  controlling  intellect  or 

moral  feeling  at  the  North.    Their  fundamental  principle  is  anti- 
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scriptural  and  therefore  irreligious.  They  assume  that  Blare- 
holding  is  sinful.  This  doctrine  is  the  life  of  the  sect.  It  has  no 
power  over  those  who  reject  that  principle,  and  therefore  it  has 
not  gained  ascendency  over  those  whose  faith  is  governed  by  the 
word  of  God. 

We  have  ever  maintained  that  the  proper  method  of  opposing 
this  party,  and  of  counteracting  its  pernicious  influence,  was  to 
exhibit  clearly  the  falsehood  of  its  one  idea,  viz:  that  slavehold- 
ing  is  a  sin  against  God.  The  discussion  has  now  taken  a  new 
turn.  It  is  assumed  that  the  fusritiue  slave  law  of  the  last  Con- 
gress,  (1850)  is  unconstitutional,  or  if  not  contrary  to  the  Con- 
stitution, contrary  to  the  law  of  God.  Under  this  impression 
many  who  have  never  been  regarded  as  abolitionists^  have  entered 
their  protest  against  the  law,  and  some  in  their  haste  have  infer- 
red from  its  supposed  unconstitutionality  or  immorality  that  it 
ought  to  be  openly  resisted.  It  is  obvious  that  the  proper  method 
of  dealing  with  the  subject  in  this  new  aspect,  is  to  demonstrate 
that  the  law  in  question  is  according  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
land  ;  that  it  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  divine  law;  or,  admit- 
ting its  unconstitutionality  or  immorality,  that  the  resistance  rec- 
ommended is  none  the  less  a  sin  against  God.  We  do  not  propose 
to  discuss  either  of  the  two  former  of  these  propositions.  The 
constitutionality  of  the  law  may  safely  bo  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
constituted  authorities.  It  is  enough  for  us  that  there  is  no  fla- 
grant and  manifest  inconsistency  between  the  law  and  the  consti- 
tution ;  that  the  first  legal  authorities  in  the  land  pronounce  them 
perfectly  consistent;  and  that  there  is  no  difierence  in  princi- 
ple between  the  present  law  and  that  of  1793  on  the  same  subject, 
in  which  the  whole  country  has  acquiesced  for  more  than  half  a 
century.  We  would  also  say  that  after  having  read  some  of  the 
most  labored  disquisitions  designed  to  prove  that  the  fagitive 
slave  bill  subverts  the  fundamental  principles  of  our  federal  com- 
pact, we  have  been  unable  to  discover  the  least  force  in  the  argu- 
ments adduced. 

As  to  the  immorality  of  the  law,  so  far  as  we  can  discover,  the 
whole  stress  of  the  argument  in  the  aflSrmative  rests  on  two 
assumptions.  First,  that  the  law  of  God  in  Deuteronomy,  ex- 
pressly forbids  the  restoration  of  a  fugitive  slave  .to  hie  owner; 
and  secondly,  that  slavery  itself  being  sinftil,  it  must  be  wrong  to 
enforce  the  claims  of  the  master  to  the  service  of  the  slave.    As 
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to  the  former  of  these  asBnmptions,  we  would  simply  remark, 
that  the  venerable  Prof.  Stuart  in  his  recent  work,  "  Conscience 
and  the  Constitution,"  has  clearly  proved  that  the  law  in  Deuter- 
onomy has  no  application  to  the  present  case.  The  thing  there 
forbidden  is  the  restoration  of  a  slave  who  had  fled  from  a  heathen 
master  and  taken  refuge  among  the  worshipers  of  the  true  God. 
Such  a  man  was  not  to  be  forced  back  into  heathenism.  This  is 
the  obvious  meaning  and  spirit  of  the  command.  That  it  has  no 
reference  to  slaves  who  had  escaped  from  Hebrew  masters,  and 
fled  from  one  tribe  or  city  to  another,  is  plain  from  the  simple 
fact  that  the  Hebrew  laws  recognized  slavery.  It  would  be  a 
perfect  contradiction  if  the  law  authorized  the  purchase  and  hold- 
ing of  slaves,  and  yet  forbid  the  enforcing  the  right  of  possession. 
There  could  be  no  such  thing  as  slavery,  in  such  a  land  as 
Palestine,  if  the  slave  could  recover  his  liberty  by  simply  moving 
from  one  tribe  to  another  over  an  imaginary  line,  or  even  from 
the  house  of  his  master  to  that  of  his  next  neighbor.  Besides, 
how  inconsistent  is  it  in  the  abolitionists  in  one  breath  to  main- 
tain that  the  laws  of  Moses  did  not  recognize  slavery,  and  in  the 
next,  that  the  laws  about  the  restoration  of  slaves  referred  to  the 
slaves  of  Hebrew  masters.  According  to  their  doctrine,  there 
could  be  among  the  Israelites  no  slaves  to  restore.  They  must 
admit  either  that  the  law  of  God  allowed  the  Hebrews  to  hold 
slaves,  and  then  there  is  an  end  to  their  arguments  against  the 
sinfulness  of  slaveholding ;  or  acknowledge  that  the  law  repre- 
senting the  restoration  of  slaves  referred  only  to  fugitives  from 
the  heathen,  and  then  there  is  an  end  to  their  argument  from  this 
enactment  against  the  law  under  consideration. 

The  way  in  which  abolitionists  treat  the  Scriptures  makes  it 
evident  that  the  command  in  Deuteronomy  is  urged  not  so  much 
out  of  regard  to  the  authority  of  the  word  of  God,  as  an  arga- 
mentum  ad  hominem.  Wherever  the  Scriptures  either  in  the 
Old  or  New  Testament  recognize  the  lawfulness  of  holding  slaves, 
they  are  tortured  without  mercy  to  force  from  them  a  different 
response ;  and  where,  as  in  this  case,  they  appear  to  favor  the 
other  side  of  the  question,  abolitionists  quote  them  rather  to 
silence  those  who  make  them  the  rule  of  their  faith,  than  as  the 
ground  of  their  own  convictions.  Were  there  no  such  law  as 
that  in  Deuteronomy  in  existence,  or  were  there  a  plain  injunction 
to  restore  a  fugitive  from  service  to  his  Hebrew  master,  it  is 
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plain  from  their  principles  that  they  wonld  none  the  less  fiercely 
condemn  the  law  nnder  consideration.  Their  opposition  is  not 
fonuded  on  the  scriptural  command.  It  rests  on  the  assumption 
thal^the  master's  claim  is  iniquitous  and  ought  not  to  be  enforced.* 
Their  objections  are  not  to  the  mode  of  delivery,  but  to  the 
delivery  itself.  Why  else  quote  the  law  in  Deuteronomy,  which 
apparently  forbids  such  surrender  of  the  fugitive  to  his  master? 
It  is  clear  that  no  effective  enactment  could  be  framed  on  diis 
subject  which  would  not  meet  with  the  same  opposition.  We  are 
convinced,  by  reading  the  discussions  on  this  subject,  that  the 
immorality  attributed  to  the  fugitive  slave  law  resolves  itself  into 
the  assumed  immorality  of  slaveholding.  No  man  would  object 
to  restoring  an  apprentice  to  his  master ;  and  no  one  would  quote 
Scripture  or  search  for  arguments  to  prove  it  sinful  to  restore  a 
fugitive  slave,  if  he  believed  slaveholding  to  be  lawfol  in  the 
sight  of  God.     This  being  the  case,  wo  feel  (Satisfied  that  the 


*  In  the  New  York  Independent  for  January  2, 1851,  there  is  a  sermon  de- 
livered by  Rev.  Richard  S.  Storrs,  Jr.,  of  Brooklyn,  Dec.  12,  1850,  in  which 
his  opposition  to  the  fugitive  slave  bill  is  expressly  placed  on  the  injustice  of 
slavery.  He  argues  the  matter  almost  exclusively  on  that  ground.  *'To 
what,^  he  asks,  "  am  I  required  to  send  this  man  [the  slave]  back  ?  To  a 
system  which ...  no  man  can  contemplate  without  shuddering.*'  Again, 
"  Why  shall  I  send  the  man  to  this  unjust  bondage  ?    The  fact  that  he  has 

suffered  it  so  long  already  is  a  reason  why  I  should  not Why  shall  I 

not  HELP  him,  in  his  struggle  for  ttie  rights  which  God  gave  him  indelibly, 
when  he  made  him  a  man?  There  is  nothing  to  prevent,  but  the  simple 
requirement  of  my  equals  in  the  State ;  the  parchment  of^the  law,  which  they 
have  written."  This  is  an  argument  against  the  Constitution  and  not  against 
the  fugitive  slave  law.  It  is  an  open  refusal  to  comply  with  one  of  the  stipu- 
lations of  our  national  compact.  If  it  has  any  force,  it  is  in  favor  of  the  dis- 
solution of  the  Union.  Nay,  if  the  argument  is  sound  it  makes  the  dissolution 
of  the  Union  inevitable  and  obligatory.  It  should,  therefore,  in  all  fairness  be 
presented  in  that  light,  and  not  as  an  argument  against  the  law  of  Congress. 
Let  it  be  understood  that  the  ground  now  assumed  is  that  the  Constitution 
cannot  be  complied  with.  Let  it  be  seen  that  the  moralists  of  our  day  have 
discovered  that  the  compact  fVamed  by  our  fathers,  which  all  our  public  men 
in  the  general  and  state  governments  have  sworn  to  support,  under  which  we 
have  lived  sixty  years,  and  whose  fruits  wo  have  so  abundantly  enjoyed,  is  an 
immoral  compact^  and  must  be  repudiated  out  of  duty  to  God.  This  is  the 
real  doctrine  constantly  presented  in  the  abolition  prints ;  and  if  properly  un- 
derstood we  should  soon  see  to  what  extent  it  commends  itself  to  the  judgment 
and  conscience  of  the  people. 
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mass  of  people  at  the  North,  whose  conscience  and  action  are 
ultimately  determined  by  the  teachings  of  the  Bible,  will  soon 
settle  down  into  the  conviction  that  the  law  in  question  is  not  in 
conflict  with  the  law  of  God. 

But  suppose  the  reverse  to  be  the  fact ;  suppose  it  clearly  made 
out  that  the  law  passed  by  Congress  in  reference  to  fugitive  slaves 
is  contrary  to  the  Oonstitution  or  to  the  law  of  God,  what  is  to  be 
done  ?  What  is  the  duty  of  the  people  under  such  circumstances? 
The  answers  given  to  this  question  are  very  different,  and  some 
of  them  so  portentous  that  the  public  mind  has  been  aroused  and 
directed  to  the  consideration  of  the  nature  of  civil  government  and 
of  the  grounds  and  limits  of  the  obedience  due  to  the  laws  of  the 
land.  As  this  is  a  subject  not  merely  of  general  interest  at  this 
time,  but  of  permanent  importance,  we  purpose  to  devote  to  its 
discussion  the  few  following  pages. 

Our  design  is  to  state  in  few  words  in  what  sense  government 
is  a  divine  institution,  and  to  draw  from  that  doctrine  the  princi- 
ples which  must  determine  the  nature  and  limits  of  the  obedience 
which  is  due  the  laws  of  the  land. 

That  the  Bible,  when  it  asserts  that  all  power  is  of  God,  or  the 
powers  that  be  are  ordained  of  God,  does  not  teach  that  any 
one  form  of  civil  government  has  been  divinely  appointed  as  uni- 
versally obligatory,  is  plain  because  the  Scriptures  contain  no 
such  prescription.  There  are  no  directions  given  as  to  the  form 
which  civil  governments  shall  assume.  All  the  divine  commands 
on  this  subject,  are  as  applicable  under  one  form  as  another.  The 
direction  is  general ;  obey  the  powers  that  be.  The  propsition  is 
unlimited  ;  all  power  is  of  God  ;  i.  e.,  government,  whatever  its 
form,  is  of  God.  He  has  ordained  it.  The  most  pointed  scrip- 
tural injunctions  on  this  subject  were  given  during  the  usurped  or 
tyrannical  reign  of  military  despots.  It  is  plain  that  the  sacred 
writers  did  not,  in  such  passages,  mean  to  teach  that  a  militaiy 
despotism  was  the  form  of  government  which  God  had  ordained 
as  of  perpetual  and  universal  obligation.  As  the  Bible  en- 
joins no  one  form,  so  the  people  of  God  in  all  ages,  under  the 
guidance  of  his  Spirit,  have  lived  with  a  good  conscience,  under 
all  the  diversities  of  organization  of  which  human  government  is 
susceptible. 

Again,  as  no  one  form  of  government  is  prescribed,  so  neither 
has  God  determined  preceptively  who  are  to  exercise  civil  power. 
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He  has  not  said  that  such  power  must  be  hereditary,  and  descend 
on  the  principle  of  primogeniture.  He  has  not  determined 
whether  it  shall  be  confined  to  males  to  the  exclusion  of  females; 
or  whether  all  ofiSces  shall  be  elective.  These  are  not  matters  of 
divine  appointment,  and  are  not  included  in  the  proposition  that 
all  power  is  of  God.  Neither  is  it  included  in  this  proposition 
that  government  is  in  such  a  sense  ordained  of  God  that  the  peo- 
ple have  no  control  in  the  matter.  The  doctrine  of  the  Bible  is 
not  inconsistent  with  the  right  of  the  people,  as  we  shall  endeavor 
to  show  in  the  sequel,  to  determine  their  own  form  of  governmeDt 
and  to  select  their  own  rulers. 

When  it  is  said  government  is  of  God.  we  understand  the  Scrip- 
tures to  mean,  first,  that  it  is  a  divine  institution  and  not  a  mere 
social  compact.  It  does  not  belong  to  the  category  of  voluntary 
associations  such  as  men  form  for  literary,  benevolent,  or  commer- 
cial purposes.  It  is  not  optional  with  men  whether  government 
shall  exist.  It  is  a  divine  appointment,  in  the  same  sense  as  mar- 
riage and  the  church  are  divine  institutions.  The  former  of  these 
is  not  a  mere  civil  contract,  nor  is  the  church  as  a  visible  spirit- 
ual community  a  mere  voluntary  society.  Men  are  under  obli- 
gation to  recognize  its  existence,  to  join  its  ranks  and  submit  to 
its  laws.  In  like  manner  it  is  the  will  of  God  that  civil  govern- 
ment should  exist.  Men  are  bound  by  his  authority  to  have  civil 
rulers  for  the  punishment  of  evil  doers,  and  for  the  praise  of  them  • 
that  do  well.  This  is  the  scriptural  doctrine,  as  opposed  to  the 
deistical  theory  of  a  social  compact  as  the  ultimate  ground  of  all 
human  governments. 

It  follows  &om  this  view  of  the  subject  that  obedience  to  the 
laws  of  the  land  is  a  religious  duty,  and  that  disobedience  is  of 
the  specific  nature  of  sin ;  this  is  a  principle  of  vast  importance. 
It  is  true  that  the  law  of  God  is  so  broad  that  it  binds  a  man  to 
every  thing  that  is  right,  and  forbids  every  thing  that  is  wrong ; 
and  consequently  that  every  violation  even  of  a  voluntary  engage- 
ment is  of  the  nature  of  an  offense  against  God.  Still  there  is  a 
wide  difierence  between  disobedience  to  an  obligation  voluntarily 
assumed,  and  which  has  no  other  s&nction  than  our  own  engage- 
ment, and  disregard  of  an  obligation  directly  imposed  of  God. 
St.  Peter  recognizes  this  distinction  when  he  said  to  Annanias, 
Thou  hast  not  lied  unto  men  but  unto  God.  All  lying  is  sinful, 
but  lying  to  God  is  a  higher  crime  than  lying  to  men.    There  is 
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greater  irreverence  and  contempt  of-  the  divine  presence  and 
aatbority,  and  a  violation  of  an  obligation  of  a  higher  order. 
Every  man  feels  that  the  marriage  vows  have  a  sacred  character 
which  Ijould  not  belong  to  them,  if  marriage  was  merely  a  civil 
contract.  In  like  manner  the  divine  institution  of  government 
elevates  it  into  the  sphere  of  religion,  and  adds  a  new  and  higher 
sanction  to  the  obligations  which  it  imposes.  There  is  a  specific 
difference,  more  easily  felt  than  described,  between  what  is  reli- 
gions and  what  is  merely  moral ;  between  disobedience  to  man 
and  resistance  to  an  ordinance  of  God. 

A  third  point  included  in  the  scriptural  doctrine  on  this  subject 
is,  that  the  actual  existence  of  any  government  creates  the  obliga- 
tion of  obedience.  That  is,  the  obligation  does  not  rest  either  on 
the  origin  or  the  nature  of  the  government,  or  on  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  administered.  It  may  be  legitimate  or  revolutionary, 
despotic  or  constitutional,  just  or  unjust,  so  long  as  it  exists  it  is 
to  be  recognized  and  obeyed  within  its  proper  sphere.  The  pow- 
ers that  be  are  ordained  of  God  in  such  sense  that  the  possession 
of  power  is  to  bo  referred  to  his  providence.  It  is  not  by  chance, 
nor  through  the  uncontrolled  agency  of  men,  but  by  divine 
ordination  that  any  government  exists.  The  declaration  of  the 
apostle  just  quoted  was  uttered  under  the  reign  of  Nero.  It  is 
as  true  of  his  authority  as  of  that  of  the  Queen  of  England,  or 
that  of  our  own  President,  that  it  was  of  God.  He  made  Nero 
Emperor.  Ho  required  all  within  the  limits  of  the  Boman  empire 
to  recognize  and  obey  him  so  long  as  he  was  allowed  to  occupy 
the  throne.  It  was  not  necessary  for  the  early  Christians  to  sit 
in  judgment  on  the  title  of  every  new  emperor,  whenever  the 
pretorian  guards  chose  to  put  down  one  and  put  up  another; 
neither  are  God's  people  now  in  various  parts  of  the  world  called 
upon  to  discuss  the  titles  and  adjudicate  the  claims  of  their  rulers. 
The  possession  of  civil  power  is  a  providential  fact,  and  is  to  be 
regarded  as  such.  This  does  not  imply  that  God  approves  of 
every  government  which  he  allows  to  exist.  He  permits  op- 
pressive rulers  to  bear  sway,  just  as  he  permits  famine  or  pesti- 
lence to  execute  his  vengeance.  A  good  government  is  a  blessing, 
a  bad  government  is  a  judgment ;  but  the  one  as  much  as  the 
other  is  ordained  of  God,  and  is  to  be  obeyed  not  only  for  fear 
but  also  for  conscience  sake. 

A  fourth  principle  involved  in  the  proposition  that  all  power 
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is  of  God  is,  that  the  magistrate  is' invested  with  a  divine  right. 
He  represents  God.  His  authority  is  derived  from  Him.  There 
is  a  sense  in  which  he  represents  the  people  and  derives  from 
them  his  power ;  bat  in  a  far  higher  sense  he  is  the  minister  of 
God.  To  resist  him  is  to  resist  God,  and  ^^  they  that  resist  shall 
receive  nnto  themselves  damnation.''  Thus  saith  the  Scriptures. 
It  need  hardly  be  remarked  that  this  principle  relates  to  the  nature, 
and  not  to  the  extent,  o£  the  power  of  the  magistrate.  It  is  as 
true  of  the  lowest  as  of  the  highest;  of  a  justice  of  the  peace  as 
of  the  President  of  the  TJuitod  States ;  of  a  constitutional  monarch 
as  of  an  absolute  sovereign.  The  principle  is  that  the  authority 
of  rulers  is  divine,  and  not  human,  in  its  origin.  They  exercise 
the  power  which  belongs  to  them  of  divine  right.  The  reader, 
we  trust,  will  not  confound  this  doctrine  with  the  old  doctrine 
of  "the  divine  right  of  kings."  The  t^o  things  are  as  dif- 
ferent as  day  and  night.  We  are  not  for  reviving  a  defunct 
theory  of  civil  government;  a  theory  which  perished,  at  least 
among  Anglo-Saxons,  at  the  expulsion  of  James  II.  from  the 
throne  of  England.  That  monarch  took  it  with  him  into  exile, 
and  it  lies  entombed  with  the  last  of  the  Stuarts.  According  to 
that  theory  God  had  established  the  monarchical  form  of  gov- 
ernment as  universally  obligatory.  There  could  not  consistently 
with  his  law  be  any  other.  The  people  had  no  more  right  to 
renounce  that  form  of  government  than  the  children  of  a  family 
have  to  resolve  themselves  into  a  democracy.  In  the  second 
place,  it  assumed  that  God  had  determined  the  law  of  succession 
as  well  as  the  form  of  government.  The  people  could  not  change 
the  one  any  more  than  the  other ;  or  any  more  than  children 
could  change  their  father,  or  a  wife  her  husband.  And  thirdly, 
as  a  necessary  consequence  of  these  principles,  it  inculcated  in 
all  cases  the  duty  of  passive  obedience.  The  king  holding  his 
oflSce  immediately  from  God,  held  it  entirely  independent  of  tlie 
will  of  the  people,  and  his  responsibility  was  to  God  alone.  He 
could  not  forfeit  his  throne  by  any  injustice  however  flagrant. 
The  people,  if  in  any  case  they  could  not  obey,  were  obliged  to 
submit;  resistance  or  revolution  was  treason  against  God.  We 
have  already  remarked  that  the  scriptural  doctrine  is  opposed  to 
every  one  of  these  principles.  The  Bible  does  not  prescribe  any 
one  form  of  government;  it  does  not  determine  who  shall  be 
depositories  of  civil  power ;   and  it  clearly  recognizes  the  right 
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of  revolutiou.  In  asserting,  therefore,  the  divine  right  of  rulers, 
we  are  not  asserting  any  doctrine  repudiated  by  our  forefathers, 
or  inconsistent  with  civil  liberty  in  its  widest  rational  extent. 

Such,  as  we  understand  it,  is  the  true  nature  of  civil  govern- 
ment. It.  is  a  divine  institution  and  not  a  mere  voluntary  com- 
pact. Obedience  to  the  magistrate  and  laws  is  a  religious  duty ; 
and  disobedience  is  a  sin  against  God.  This  is  true  of  all  forms  of 
government.  Men  living  under  the  Turkish  Sultan  are  bound  to 
recognize  his  authority,  as  much  as  the  subjects  of  a  constitu- 
tional monarch,  or  the  fellow-citizens  of  an  elective  president,  are 
bound  to  recognize  their  respective  rulers.  All  power  is  of  God, 
and  the  powers  that  be  are  ordained  of  God,  in  such  sense  that 
all  magistrates  are  to  be  regarded  as  his  ministers,  acting  in  his 
name  aiKl  with  his  authority,  each  within  his  legitimate  sphere ; 
beyond  which  he  ceases  to  be  a  magistrate. 

That  this  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Scriptures  on  this  subject  can 
hardly  be  doubted.  The  Bible  never  refers  to  the  consent  of  die 
governed,  the  superiority  of  the  rulers,  or  to  the  general  princi- 
ples of  expediency,  as  the  ground  of  our  obligation  to  the  highei' 
powers.  The  obedience  which  slaVes  owe  their  masters,  children 
their  parents,  wives  their  husbands,  people  their  rulers,  is  always 
made  to  rest  on  the  divine  will  as  its  ultimate  foundation.  It  is 
part  of  the  service  which  we  owe  to  God.  We  are  required  to 
act,  in  all  these  relations,  not  as  men-pleasers,  but  as  the  servants 
of  God.  All  such  obedience  terminates  on  our  Master  who  is  in 
heaven.  This  gives  the  sublimity  of  spiritual  freedom  even  to 
the  service  of  a  slave.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  man  to  reduce 
to  bondage  those  who  serve  God,  in  all  the  service  they  render 
their  fellow-men.  The  will  of  God,  therefore,  is  the  foundation 
of  our  obligation  to  obey  the  laws  of  the  land.  His  will,  how- 
ever, is  not  an  arbitrary  determination ;  it  is  the  expression  of 
infinite  intelligence  and  love.  There  is  the  most  perfect  agree- 
ment between  all  the  precepts  of  the  Bible  and  the  highest  dic- 
tates of  reason.  There  is  no  command  in  the  word  of  God  of 
permanent  and  univereal  obligation,  which  may  not  be  shown  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  our  own  higher  nature.  This 
is  one  of  the  strongest  collateral  arguments  in  favor  of  the  divine 
origin  of  the  Scriptures.  In  appealing  therefore  to  the  Bible  in 
support  of  the  doctrine  here  advanced,  we  are  not,  on  the  one 
hand  appealing  to  an  arbitrary  standard,  a  mere  statute  book,  a 
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coUcctiou  of  laws  which  create  the  obligations  they  enforce ;  nor, 
on  the  other  hand,  to  ^^  the  reason  and  nature  of  things  "  in  the 
abstract,  which  after  all  is  only  our  own  reason ;  bat  we  are  appeal- 
ing to  the  infinite  intelligence  of  a  personal  God,  whose  will,  be- 
cause  of  his  infinite  excellence,  is  necessarily  the  ultimate  ground 
and  rule  of  all  moral  obligation.  This,  however,  being  the  case, 
whatever  the  Bible  declares  to  be  right  is  found  to  be  in  accord- 
ance  with  the  constitution  of  nature  and  our  own  reason.  AU 
that  the  Scriptures,  for  example,  teach  of  the  subordination  of 
children  to  their  parents,  of  wives  to  their  husbands,  has  not  its 
foundation,  but  its  confirmation,  in  the  very  nature  of  the  relation 
of  the  parties.  Any  violation  of  the  precepts  of  the  Bible,  on 
these  points,  is  found  to  be  a  violation  of  the  laws  of  nature,  and 
certainly  destructive.  In  like  manner  it  is  clear  from  the  social 
nature  of  man,  from  the  dependejice  of  men  upon  each  other, 
from  the  impossibility  of  attaining  the  end  of  our  being  in  this 
world,  otherwise  than  in  society  and  under  an  ordered  govern- 
ment, that  it  is  the  will  of  God  that  such  society  should  exist 
The  design  of  God  in  this  matter  is  as  plain  as  in  the  constitution 
of  the  universe.  We  might  as  well  maintain  that  the  laws  of 
nature  are  the  result  of  chance,  or  that  marriage  and  parental 
authority  have  no  other  foundation  than  human  law,  as  to  assert 
that  civil  government  has  no  firmer  foundation  than  the  will  of 
man  or  the  quicksands  of  expediency.  By  creating  men  social 
beings,  and  making  it  necessary  for  them  to  live  in  society,  God 
has  made  his  will  as  thus  revealed  the  foundation  of  all  civil  gov- 
ernment. 

This  doctrine  is  but  one  aspect  of  the  comprehensive  doctrine 
of  Theism,  a  doctrine  which  teaches  the  existence  of  a  personal 
Gk>d,  a  Spirit  infinite,  eternal,  and  unchangeable,  in  his  being, 
wisdom,  power,  justice,  holiness,  goodness,  and  truth  ;  a  God  who 
is  everywhere  present  upholding  and  governing  all  his  creatures 
and  all  their  actions.  The  universe  is  not  a  machine  left  to  go 
of  itself.  God  did  not  at  first  create  matter  and  impress  upon  it 
certain  laws  and  then  leave  it  to  their  blind  operation.  He  is 
everywhere  present  in  the  material  world,  not  superseding  second- 
ary causes,  but  so  upholding  and  guiding  their  operations,  that 
the  intelligence  evinced  is  the  omnipresent  intelligence  of  God, 
and  the  power  exercised  is  the  poteatas  ordinata  of  the  Great 
First  Cause.    He  is  no  less  supreme  in  his  control  of  intelligent 
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agents.    They  indeed  are  free,  but  not  independent.    They  are 
governed  in  a  manner  consistent  with  their  nature ;  yet  God  turns 
them  as  the  rivers  of  waters  are  turned.    All  events  depending 
on  human   agency  are  under  his  control.     God  is  in  history. 
N^either  chance  nor  blind  necessity  determine  the  concatenation 
or  issues  of  things.     Nor  is  the  world  in  the  hands  of  its  inhabi- 
tants.    God  has  not  launched  our  globe  on  the  ocean  of  space  and 
left  its  multitudinous  crew  to  direct  its  course  without  his  interfer- 
ence.   He  is  at  the  helm.    His  breath  fills  the  sails.    His  wis- 
dom and  power  are  pledged  for  the  prosperity  of  the  voyage. 
N'othing  happens,  even  to  the  fidling  of  a  sparrow,  which  is  not 
ordered  by  him.    He  works  all  things  after  the  counsel  of  his 
will.     It  is  by  him  that  kings  reign  and  princes  decree  justice. 
He  puts  down  one,  and  raises  up  another.    As  he  leads  out  the 
stars  by  night,  marshaling  them  as  a  host,  calling  each  one  by  its 
name,  so  does  he  order  all  human  events.    He  raises  up  nations 
and  appoints  the  bounds  of  their  habitation.     He  founds  the  em- 
pires of  the  earth  and  determines  their  form  and  their  duration. 
This  doctrine  of  God's  universal  providence  is  the  foundation  of 
all  religion.    If  this  doctrine  be  not  true,  we  are  without  God  in 
the  world.    But  if  it  is  true,  it  involves  a  vast  deal.    God  is 
everywhere  in  nature  and  in  history.    Every  thing  is  a  revelation 
of  his  presence  and  power.    We  are  always  in  contact  with 
him.      Every  thing  has  a  voice,  which  speaks  of  his  goodness  or 
his  wrath ;  fruitful  seasons  proclaim  his  goodness,  famine  and  pes- 
tilence declare  his  displeasure.     Nothing  is  by  chance.    The  ex- 
istence of  any  particular  form  of  government  is  as  much  his  work, 
as  the  rising  of  the  sun  or  falling  of  the  rain.     It  is  something  he 
has  ordained  for  some  wise  purpose,  and  it  is  to  be  regarded  as 
his  work.    K  all  events  are  under  God's  control,  if  it  is  by  him 
that  kings  reign,  then  the  actual  possession  of  power  is  as  much 
a  revelation  of  his  will  that  it  should  be  obeyed,  as  the  possession 
of  wisdom  or  goodness  is  a  manifestation  of  his  will  that  those 
endowed  with  those  gifts,  should  be  reverenced  and  loved.    It 
follows,  therefore,  from  the  universal  providence  of  God,  that 
"  the  powers  that  be  are  ordained  of  God."    We  have  no  more 
right  to  refuse  obedience  to  an  actually  existing  government  be- 
cause it  is  not  to  our  taste,  or  because  we  do  not  approve  of  its 
measures,  than  a  child  has  the  right  to  refuse  to  recognize  a  way- 
ward parent;  or  a  wife  a  capricious  husband. 
52 
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The  Religions  character  of  our  civil  duties  flows  also  from  tiie 
comprehensive  doctrine  that  the  will  of  Ood  is  the  ground  of  all 
moral  obligation.  To  seek  that  ground  either  in  "the  reason  and 
nature  of  things,"  or  in  expediency,  is  to  banish  God  from  the 
moral  world,  as  effectually  as  the  mechanical  theory  of  the  uni- 
verse banishes  him  from  the  physical  uhivcrse  and  from  histoiy. 
Our  allegiance  on  that  hypothesis  is  not  to  God  but  to  reason  or 
to  society.  This  theory  of  morals  therefore,  changes  the  nature 
of  religion  and  of  moral  obligation.  It  modifies  and  degrades  all 
religious  sentiment  and  exercises ;  it  changes  the  very  nature  of 
sin,  of  repentance  and  obedience,  and  gives  us,  what  is  a  perfect 
solecism,  a  religion  without  God.  According  to  the  Bible,  our 
obligation  to  obey  the  laws  of  the  land  is  not  founded  on  the  &ct 
that  the  good  of  society  requires  such  obedience,  or  that  it  is  a 
dictate  of  reason,  but  on  the  authority  of  God.  It  is  part  of  the 
service  which  we  owe  to  him.  This  must  be  so  if  the  doctrine  is 
true  that  God  is  our  moral  governor,  to  whom  we  are  responsible 
for  all  our  acts,  and  whose  will  is  both  the  ground  and  the  rule  of 
all  our  obligations. 

We  need  not,  however,  dwell  longer  on  this  subject.  Althongh 
it  has  long  been  common  to  look  upon  civil  government  as  a 
human  institution,  and  to  represent  the  consent  of  the  governed 
as  the  only  ground  of  the  obligation  of  obedience,  yet  this  doc- 
trine is  so  notoriously  of  infidel  origin,  and  so  obviously  in  con- 
flict with  the  teachings  of  the  Bible,  that  it  can  have  no  hold  on 
the  convictions  of  a  Christian  people.  It  is  no  more  true  of  the 
state  than  it  is  of  the  family,  or  of  the  church.  All  are  of  divine 
institution.  All  have  their  foundation  in  his  will.  The  duties 
belonging  to  each  are  enjoined  by  him  and  are  enforced  by  his 
authority.  Marriage  is  indeed  a  voluntary  covenant.  The  par- 
tics  select  each  other,  and  the  state  may  make  laws  regulating  the 
mode  in  which  the  contract  shall  be  ratified ;  and  determining  its 
civil  effects.  It  is,  however,  none  the  less  an  ordinance  of  God. 
The  vows  it  includes  are  made  to  God ;  its  sanction  is  found  in 
his  law ;  and  its  violation  is  not  a  mere  breach  of  contract  or 
disobedience  to  the  civil  law,  but  a  sin  against  God.  So  with 
regard  to  the  church,  it  is  in  one  sense  a  voluntary  society.  No 
man  can  be  forced  by  other  men  to  join  its  communion.  If  done 
at  all  it  must  be  done  with  his  own  consent,  yet  every  man  is 
under  the  strongest.moral  obligation  to  enter  its  fold.    And  when 
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enrolled  in  the  number  of  its  members  his  obligation  to  obedience 
does  not  rest  on  his  consent ;  it  does  not  cease  should  that  con- 
sent be  withdrawn.  It  rests  on  the  authority  of  the  church  as  a 
divine  institution.  This  is  an  authority  no  man  can  throw  off. 
It  presses  him  everywhere  and  at  all  times  with  the  weight  of  a 
moral  obligation.  In  a  sense  analogous  to  this  the  state  is  a 
divine  institution.  Men  are  bound  to  organize ^emselves  into  a 
civil  government.  Their  obligation  to  obey  its  laws  does  not 
rest  upon  their  compact  in  this  case,  any  more  than  in  the  others 
above  referred  to.  It  is  enjoined  by  God.  It  is  a  religious  duty, 
and  disobedience  is  a  direct  offense  against  him.  The  people 
have  indeed  the  right  to  determine  the  form  of  the  government 
under  which  they  are  to*  live,  and  to  modify  it  from  time  to  time 
to  suit  their  changing  condition.  So,  though  to  a  less  extent,  or 
within  narrower  limits,  they  have  a  right  to  modify  the  form  of 
their  ecclesiastical  governments,  a  right  which  every  church  has 
exercised,  but  the  ground  and  nature  of  the  obligation  to  obedi- 
ence remains  unchanged.  This  is  not  a  matter  of  mere  theory. 
It  is  of  primary  practical  importance  and  has  an  all-pervading 
influence  on  national  character.  Every  thing  indeed  connected 
with  this  subject  depends  on  the  answer  to  the  question,  Why  are 
we  obliged  to  obey  the  laws  ?  If  we  answer  because  we  made 
them ;  or  because  we  assent  to  them,  or  framed  the  government 
which  enacts  them ;  or  because  the  good  of  society  enjoins  obedi- 
ence, or  reason  dictates  it,  then  the  state  is  a  human  institution ; 
it  has  no  religious  sanction ;  it  is  founded  on  the  sand ;  it  ceases 
to  have  a  hold  on  the  conscience  and  to  commend  itself  as  a 
revelation  of  God  to  be  reverenced  and  obeyed  as  a  manifestation 
of  his  presence  and  will.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  we  place  the 
state  in  the  same  category  with  the  family  and  the  church,  and 
regard  it  as  an  institution  of  God,  then  we  elevate  it  into  a  higher 
sphere ;  we  invest  it  with  religious  sanctions  and  it  become  per- 
vaded by  a  divine  presence  and  authority,  which  immeasurably 
strengthens,  while  it  elevates  its  power.  Obedience  for  conscience' 
sake  is  as  different  from  obedience  from  fear,  or  from  voluntary 
consent,  or  regard  to  human  authority,  as  the  divine  from  the 
human. 

Such  being,  as  we  conceive,  the  true  doctrine  concerning  the 
nature  of  the  state,  it  is  well  to  inquire  into  the  necessary  deduc- 
tions from  this  doctrine.     K  government  be  a  divine  institution, 
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and  obedience  to  the  laws  a  matter  resting  on  the  anthoritj  oi 
God,  it  might  seem  to  follow  that  in  no  case  could  human  laws  be 
disregarded  with  a  good  conscience.  This,  as  we  have  seen,  is  in 
hct  the  conclusion  drawn  from  these  premises  by  the  advocates 
of  the  doctrine  ^^  of  passive  obedience.''  The  command,  how- 
ever, to  be  subject  to  the  higher  powers  is  not  more  unlimited  in 
its  statement  than  the  command,  ^^  children  obey  your  parents  in 
all  things.'  From  this  latter  command  no  one  draws  the  conclu- 
sion that  unlimited  obedience  is  due  &om  children  to  their  pa- 
rents. The  true  inference  doubtless  is,  in  both  cases,  that  obedi- 
ence is  the  rule,  and  disobedience  the  exception.  If  in  any  in- 
stance a  child  refuse  compliance  with  the  requisition  of  the  parent, 
or  a  citizen  with  the  law  of  the  land,  he  must  be  prepared  to  jus- 
tify such  disobedience  at  the  bar  of  God.  Even  divine  laws  may 
in  some  cases  be  dispensed  with.  Those  which  indeed  are  found- 
ed on  the  nature  of  God,  such  as  the  command  to  love  Him  and 
our  neighbor,  are  necessarily  immutable.  But  those  which  are 
founded  on  the  present  constitiition  of  things,  though  permanent 
as  general  rules  of  action,  may  on  adequate  grounds,  be  violated 
without  sin.  The  commands.  Thou  shalt  not  kill.  Thou  shalt  not 
steal,  Remember  the  sabbath  day  to  keep  it  holy,  are  all  of  per- 
manent authority  ;  and  yet  there  may  be  justifiable  homicide,  and 
men  may  profime  the  sabbath  and  be  blameless.  In  like  manner 
the  command  to  obey  the  laws,  is  a  divine  injunction,  and  yet 
there  are  cases  in  which  disobedience  is  a  duty.  It  becomes 
then  of  importance  to  determine  what  these  cases  are;  or  to 
ascertain  the  principles  which  limit  the  obedience  which  we  owe 
to  the  state.  It  follows  from  the  divine  institution  of  government 
that  its  power  is  limited  by  the  design  of  God  in  its  institution, 
and  by  the  moral  law.  The  &mily,  the  church  and  the  state  are 
all  divine  institutions,  designed  for  specific  purposes.  Each  has 
its  own  sphere,  and  the  authority  belonging  to  each  is  necessarily 
confined  within  its  own  province.  The  £Etther  appears  in  his 
^household  as  its  divinely  appointed  head.  By  the  command  of 
God  all  the  members  of  that  household  are  required  to  yield  him 
reverence  and  obedience.  But  he  can  not  carry  his  parental 
authority  into  the  church  or  the  state ;  nor  can  he  appear  in  his 
family  as  a  magistrate  or  church  officer.  The  obedience  due  to 
him  is  that  which  belongs  to  a  father,  and  not  to  a  civil  or  eccle- 
siastical officer,  and  his  children  are  not  required  to  obey  him  in 
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either  of  those  capacities.  In  like  manner  the  officers  of  the 
church  have  within  their  sphere  a  divine  right  to  role,  bnt  they 
can  not  claim  civil  authority  on  the  ground  of  the  general  com- 
mand to  the  people  to  obey  those  who  have  the  oare  of  souls. 
Heb.  xiii :  17.  As  the  church  officer  loses  his  power  when  he 
enters  the  forum  ^  so  does  the  civil  magistrate  when  he  enters  the 
church.  His  right  to  rule  is  a  right  which  belongs  to  him  as 
representing  God  in  the  state — ^he  has  no  commission  to  represent 
God  either  in  the  family  or  the  church ;  and  therefore,  he  is 
entitled  to  no  obedience  if  he  claims  an  authority  which  does  not 
belong  to  him.  This  is  a  very  obvious  principle,  and  is  of  wide 
application.  It  not  only  limits  the  authority  of  civil  officers  to 
civil  affairs,  but  limits  the  extent  due  to  the  obedience  to  be  ren- 
dered even  in  civil  matters  to  the  officers  of  the  state.  A  justice 
of  the  peace  has  no  claim  to  the  obedience  due  to  a  governor  of 
a  state ;  nor  a  governor  of  a  state  to  that  which  belongs  to  the 
President  of  the  Union ;  nor  the  President  of  the  Union  to  that 
which  may  be  rightfully  claimed  by  an  absolute  sovereign.  A 
military  commander  has  no  authority  over  the  community  as  a 
civil  magistrate,  nor  can  he  exercise  such  authority  even  over  his 
subordinates.  This  principle  applies  in  all  its  force  to  the  law- 
making power.  The  legislature  can  not  exercise  any  power  which 
does  not  belong  to  them.  They  can  not  act  as  judges  or  magis- 
trates unless  such  authority  has  been  actually  committed  to  them. 
They  are  to  be  obeyed  as  legislators ;  and  in  any  other  capacity 
their  decisions  or  commands  do  not  bind  the  conscience.  Ami 
still  further,  their  legislative  enactments  have  authority  only  when 
made  in  the  exercise  of  their  legitimate  powers.  In  other  words, 
an  unconstitutional  law  is  no  law.  K  our  Congress,  for  example, 
were  to  pass  a  bill  creating  an  order  of  nobility,  or  an  established 
church,  or  to  change  the  religion  of  the  land,  or  to  enforce  a 
sumptuary  code,  it  would  have  no  more  virtue  and  be  entitled  to 
no  more  deference  than  a  similar  enactment  intended  to  bind  the 
whole  country  passed  by  a  town  council.  This  we  presume  will 
not  be  denied.  God  has  committed  unlimited  power  to  no  man 
and  to  no  set  of  men,  and  the  limitation  which  he  has  assigned 
to  the  power  conferred,  is  to  be  found  in  the  design  for  which  it 
was  given.  That  design  is  determined  in  the  case  of  the  &mily, 
the  church  and  the  state,  by  the  nature  of  these  institutions,  by 
the  general  precepts  of  the  Bibl^,  or  by  the  providence  of  God 
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determining  the  peculiar  constitution  under  which  these  organiza- 
tions  are  called  to  act.  The  power  of  a  parent  was  greater  under 
the  old  dispensation  than  it  is  now ;  the  legitimate  authority  of 
the  church  is  greater  under  some  modes  of  organization  than 
under  others ;  and  the  power  of  the  state  as  represented  in  its 
constituted  authorities  is  far  more  extensive  in  some  countries 
than  in  others.  The  theory  of  the  British  government  is  that  the 
parliament  is  the  whole  state  in  convention,  and  therefore  it  exer- 
cises powers  which  do  not  belong  to  our  Congress,  which  repre- 
sents the  state  only  for  certain  specified  purposes.  These  diver- 
sities, however,  do  not  alter  the  general  principle,  which  is,  that 
rulers  are  to  bo  obeyed  in  the  exercise  of  their  legitimate  au- 
thority; that  their  commmands  or  requirements  beyond  their 
appropriate  spheres  are  void  of  all  binding  force.  This  is  a  prin- 
ciple which  no  one  can  dispute. 

A  second  principle  is  no  less  plain.  No  himaan  authority  can 
make  it  obligatory  on  us  to  commit  sin.  If  all  power  is  of  God 
it  can  not  be  legitimately  used  against  God.  This  is  a  dictate  of 
natural  conscience,  and  is  authenticated  by  the  clearest  teachings 
of  the  word  of  God.  The  apostles  when  commanded  to  abstain 
from  preaching  Christ  refused  to  obey,  and  said :  "  Whether  it  be 
right  in  the  sight  of  God  to  hearken  unto  you  more  than  unto 
God,  judge  ye**'  No  human  law  could  make  it  binding  on  the 
ministers  of  the  gospel,  in  our  day,  to  withhold  the  message  of 
salvation  from  their  fellow-men.  It  requires  no  argument  to 
prove  that  men  can  not  make  it  right  to  worship  idols,  to  blas- 
pheme God,  to  deny  Christ.  It  is  sheer  fanaticism  thus  to  exalt 
the  power  of  the  government  above  the  authority  of  God.  This 
would  be  to  bring  back  upon  us  some  of  the  worst  doctrines  of 
the  middle  ages  as  to  the  power  of  the  pope  and  of  earthly  sove- 
reigns. Good  men  in  all  ages  of  the  world  have  always  acted  on 
the  principle  that  human  laws  can  not  bind  the  conscience  when 
they  are  in  conflict  with  the  law  of  God.  Daniel  openly,  in  the 
sight  of  his  enemies,  prayed  to  the  God  of  heaven  in  despite  of 
the  prohibition  of  his  sovereign.  Shadrach,Mesheck  and  Abed- 
nego  refused  to  bow  down,  at  the  command  of  the  king,  to  the 
golden  image.  The  early  Christians  disregarded  all  those  laws 
of  Pagan  Borne  requiring  them  to  do  homage  to  false  gods. 
Protestants  with  equal  unanimity  refused  to  submit  to  the  laws 
of  their  papal  sovereigns  enjoining  the  profession  of  Bomish 


THE    FUGIVE    SLAVE   LAW.  823 

errors.  That  these  men  were  right  no  man,  with  an  enlightened 
conscience,  can  deny ;  but  they  were  right  only  on  the  principle 
that  the  power  of  the  state  and  of  the  magistrate  is  limited  by  the 
law  of  God.  It  follows  then  from  the  divine  institution  of 
government,  that  its  power  to  bind  the  conscience  to  obedience  is 
limited  by  the  design  of  its  appointment  and  the  moral  law.  All 
its  power  being  from  God,  it  must  be  subordinate  to  him.  This 
is  a  doctrine  which,  however,  for  a  time  and  in  words,  it  may  be 
denied,  is  too  plain  and  too  important  not  to  be  generally  recog- 
nized. It  is  a  principle  too  which  should  at  all  times  be  publicly 
avowed.  The  very  sanctity  of  human  laws  requires  it.  Their 
real  power  and  authority  lie  in  their  having  a  divine  sanction.  To 
claim  for  them  binding  force  when  destitute  of  such  sanction,  is 
to  set  up  a  mere  semblance  for  a  reality,  a  suit  of  armor  with 
no  living  man  within.  The  stability  of  human  government  and 
the  authority  of  civil  laws  require  that  they  should  be  kept  within 
the  sphere  where  they  repose  on  God,  and  are  pervaded  by  his 
presence  and  power.  Without  him  nothing  human  can  stand. 
All  power  is  of  God.;  and  if  of  God,  divine ;  and  if  divine,  in 
accordance  with  his  holy  law. 

But  who  are  the  judges  of  the  application  of  these  principles  ? 
Who  is  to  determine  whether  a  particular  law  is  unconstitutional 
or  immoral?  So  far  as  the  mere  constitutionality  of  a  law  is 
concerned,  it  may  be  remarked,  that  there  is  in  most  states,  as  in 
our  own,  for  example,-  a  regular  judicial  tribunal  to  which  every 
legislative  enactment  can  bo  submitted,  and  the  question  of  its 
conformity  to  the  constitution  authoritatively  decided.  In  all 
ordinary  cases,  that  is,  in  all  eases  not  involving  some  great  prin- 
ciple or  some  question  of  conscience,  such  decisions  must  be  held 
to  be  final,  and  to  bind  all  concerned  not  only  to  submission  but 
obedience.  A  law  thus  sanctioned  becomes  instinct  with  all  the 
power  of  the  state,  and  further  opposition  brings  the  recusants 
into  conflict  with  the  government ;  a  conflict  in  which  no  man  for 
light  reasons  can  with  a  good  conscience  engage.  Still  it  can  not 
be  denied,  and  ought  not  to  be  concealed,  that  the  ultimate  decis- 
ion must  be  referred  to  his  own  judgment.  This  is  a  necessary 
deduction  from  the  doctrine  that  obedience  to  law  id  a  religious 
duty.  It  is  a  primary  principle  that  the  right  of  private  judgment 
extends  over  all  questions  of  faith  and  morals.  No  human  power 
can  come  between  God  and  the  conscience.    Every  man  must 
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answer  for  his  own  sins,  and  therefore  every  man  must  have  Uie 
right  to  determine  for  himself  what  is  sin.  As  he  can  not  transfiar 
his  responsibility,  he  can  not  transfer  his  right  of  judgment. 
This  principle  has  received  the  sanction  of  good  men  in  eveiy 
age  of  the  world.  Daniel  judged  for  himself  of  the  binding 
force  of  the  command  not  to  worship  the  true  Grod.  So  did  the 
apostles  when  they  continued  to  pi*each  Christ,  in  opposition  to 
all  the  constituted  authorities.  The  laws  passed  by  Pagan  Borne 
requiring  the  worship  of  idols  had  the  sanction  of  all  the  author- 
ities of  the  empire,  yet  on  the  ground  of  their  private  judgment 
the  Christians  refused  to  obey  them.  Protestants  in  like  manner 
refused  to  obey  the  laws  of  Papal  Bome,  though  sustained  by 
all  the  authority  both  of  the  church  and  state.  In  all  these  cases 
the  right  of  private  judgment  can  not  be  disputed.  Even  where 
no  question  of  religion  or  morality  is  directly  concerned,  this  right 
is  undeniable.  Does  any  one  now  condemn  Hampden  for  re- 
fusing to  pay  "  ship-money  ?"  Does  any  American  condemn  our 
ancestors  for  resisting  the  stamp-act,  though  the  authorities  of 
St.  Stephen's  and  Westminster  united  in  pronouncing  the  imposi- 
tion constitutional?  However  this  principle  may  be  regarded 
when  stated  in  the  abstract,  every  individual  instinctively  acts 
upon  it  in  his  own  case.  Whenever  a  command  is  issued  by  one 
in  authority  over  us,  we  immediately  and  almost  unconsciously 
determine  for  ourselves,  first,  whether  he  had  a  right  to  give  the 
order;  and  secondly,  whether  it  can  with  a  good  conscience  be 
obeyed.  If  this  decision  is  clearly  in  the  negative,  we  at  once 
determine  to  refuse  obedience  on  our  own  responsibility.  Let 
any  man  test  this  point  by  an  appeal  to  his  own  consciousness. 
Let  him  suppose  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  order  him 
to  turn  Bomanist  or  Pagan ;  or  Congress  to  pass  a  bill  requiring 
him  to  blaspheme  God ;  or  a  military  superior  to  command  him 
to  commit  treason  or  murder — does  not  his  conscience  tell  him 
he  would  on  the  instant  refuse?  Would  he,*  or  could  he  wait 
until  the  constitutionality  of  such  requisitions  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  courts?  or  if  the  courts  should  decide  against 
him,  would  that  at  all  alter  the  case  ?  Men  must  be  strangely 
oblivious  of  the  relation  of  the  soul  to  God,  the  instinctive 
sense  which  we  possess  of  our  allegiance  to  him,  and  of  the 
self-evidencing  power  with  which  his  voice  reaches  the  reason 
and  the  conscience,  to  question  the  necessity  which  every  man 
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is  under  to  decide  all  qaestdons  toucbiug  his  duty  to  God  for 
himself. 

It  may  iudeed  be  thought  that  this  doctrine  is  subversive  of  the 
authority  of  government.  A  moment's  reflection  is  sufficient  to 
dispel  this  apprehension.  The  power  of  laws  rests  on  two  foun- 
dations, fear  and  conscience.  Both  are  loft  by  this  doctrine  in 
their  integrity.  The  former,  because  the  man  refuses  obedience 
at  his  peril.  His  private  conviction  that  the  law  is  unconstitu- 
tioual  or  immoral  does  not  abrogate  it,  or  impede  its  operation. 
If  arraigned  for  its  violation,  he  may  plead  in  his  justification 
his  objections  to  the  authority  of  the  law.  If  these  objections  are 
found  valid  by  the  competent  authorities,  he  is  acquitted;  if 
otherwise,  he  suffers  the  penalty.  What  more  can  the  state  ask  ? 
All  the  power  the  state,  as  such,  can  give  its  laws,  lies  in  their 
penalty.  A  single  decision  by  the  ultimate  authority  in  favor 
of  a  law,  is  a  revelation  to  the  whole  body  of  the  people  that  it 
can  not  be  violated  with  impunity.  The  sword  of  justice  hapgs 
over  every  transgressor.  The  motive  of  fear  in  securing  obedi- 
ence, is  therefore,  as  operative  under  this  view  of  the  subject,  as 
it  can  be  under  any  other.  What,  however,  is  of  far  more  con- 
sequence, the  power  of  conscience  is  left  in  full  force.  Obedience 
to  the  law  is  a  religious  duty,  enjoined  by  the  word  of  God  and 
enforced  by  conscience.  If,  in  any  case,  it  be  withheld,  it  is  under 
a  sense  of  responsibility  to  G.od ;  and  under  the  conviction  that 
if  this  conscientious  objection  be  feigned,  it  aggravates  the  guilt 
of  disobedience  as  a  sin  against  God  an  hundred  fold ;  and  if  it 
be  mistaken,  it  affords  no  palliation  of  the  offense.  Paul  was 
guilty  in  persecuting  the  church,  though  he  thought  he  was  doing 
God  service.  And  the  man,  who  by  a  perverted  conscience,  is 
led  to  refuse  obedience  to  a  righteous  law,  stands  without  excuse 
at  the  bar  of  God.  The  moral  sanction  of  civil  laws,  which  gives 
them  their  chief  power,  and  without  which  they  must  ultimately 
become  iuoperative,  cannot  possibly  extend  ftirther  than  this.  For 
what  is  that  moral  sanction  ?  It  is  a  conviction  that  our  duty  to 
God  requires  our  obedience  ;  but  how  can  we  feel  that  duty  to 
God  requires  us  to  do  what  God  forbids?  In  other  words,  a  law 
which  we  regard  as  immoral,  can  not  present  itself  to  the  con- 
science as  having  divine  authority.  Conscience,  therefore,  is  on 
the  side  of  the  law  wherever  and  whenever  this  is  possible  from 
the  nature  of  the  case.    It  is  a  contradictioii  to  say  that  con- 
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science  enforces  what  conscience  condemns.  This  then  is  all  the 
support  which  the  laws  of  the  land  can  possibly  derive  from  our 
moral  convictions.  The  allegiance  of  conscience  is  to  God.  It 
enforces  obedience  to  all  human  laws  consistent  with  that  alli- 
ance ;  further  than  this  it  can  not  by  possibility  go.  And  as  the 
decisions  of  conscience  are,  by  the  constitution  of  oar  nature, 
determined  by  our  own  apprehensions  of  the  moral  law,  and  not 
by  authority,  it  follows  of  necessity  that  every  man  must  judge 
for  himself,  and  on  his  own  responsibility,  whether  any  givea 
law  of  man  conflicts  with  the  law  of  God  or  not 

We  would  further  remark  on  this  point  that  the  lives  and  prop- 
erty of  men  have  no  greater  protection  than  that  which,  on  this 
theory,  is  secured  for  the  laws  of  the  state.  The  law  of  God 
says :  Thou  shalt  not  kill.  Yet  every  man  does,  and  must  judge 
when  and  how  far  this  law  binds  his  conscience.  It  is  admitted, 
on  all  hands,  that  there  are  cases  in  which  its  obligation  ceases. 
What  those  cases  are  each  man  determines  for  himself,  but  under 
his  two  fold  responsibility  to  his  country  and  to  God.  If,  through 
passion  or  any  other  cause,  he  errs  as  to  what  constitutes  justifi- 
able homicide,  he  must  bear  the  penalty  attached  to  murder,  by 
the  law  of  God  and  man.  It  is  precisely  so  in  the  case  before  us. 
God  has  commanded  us  to  obey  the  magistrate  as  his  minister 
and  representative.  K  we  err  in  our  judgment  as  to  the  cases  in 
which  the  command  ceases  to  be  binding,  we  fall  into  the  hands 
of  justice,  both  human  and  divine.  Can  more  than  this  be  nec- 
essary ?  Can  any  thing  be  gained  by  trying  to  make  God  require 
us  to  break  his  own  commands?  Can  conscience  be  made  to 
sanction  the  violation  of  the  moral  law  ?  Is  not  this  the  way  to 
destroy  all  moral  distinctions,  and  to  prostrate  the  authority  of 
conscience,  and  with  it  the  very  foundation  of  civil  government} 
Is  not  all  history  full  of  the  dreadful  consequences  of  the  doctrine 
that  human  laws  can  make  sin  obligatory,  and  that  those  in  au- 
thority can  judge  for  the  people  what  is  sin  (  What  more  than 
this  is  needed  to  justify  all  the  persecutions  for  righteousness'  sake 
since  the  world  began?  What  hope  could  there  be,  on  this 
ground,  for  the  preservation  of  religion  or  virtue,  in  any  nation 
on  the  earth  ?  If  the  principle  be  once  established,  that  the  peo- 
ple are  bound  to  obey  all  human  laws,  or  that  they  are  not  to 
judge  for  themselves  when  their  duty  to  God  requires  them  to 
refuse  such  obedience,  then  there  is  not  only  an  end  of  all  civil 


THE    FUGITIVE    SLAVE   LAW.  827 

and  religious  liberty,  but  the  very  nature  of  civil  government,  as 
a  divine  institution,  is  destroyed.  It  becomes  first  atheistical,  and 
then  diabolical.  Then  the  massacre  of  St.  Bartholomew's,  the 
decrees  of  the  French  National  Assembly,  and  the  laws  of  Pagan 
Kome  against  Christians,  and  of  its  Papal  successor  against  Prot- 
estants, were  entitled  to  reverent  obedience.  Then,  too,  may  any 
infidel  party  which  gains  the  ascendency  in  a  state,  as  has  hap- 
pened of  late  in  Switzerland,  render  it  morally  obligatory  upon 
all  ministers  to  close  their  churches,  and  on  the  people  to  renounce 
the  gospel.  This  is  not  an  age  or  state  of  the  world  in  which  to 
advance  such  doctrines.  There  are  too  many  evidences  of  the 
gathering  powers  of  evil,  to  render  it  expedient  to  exalt -the  au- 
thority of  man  above  that  of  Ood,  or  emancipate  men  from  sub- 
jection to  their  Master  in  heaven,  that  they  may  become  more 
obedient  to  their  masters  on  earth.  We  are  advocating  the  cause 
of  civil  government,  of  the  stability  and  authority  of  human 
laws,  when  we  make  every  thing  rest  on  the  authority  of  God, 
and  when  we  limit  every  human  power  by  subordinating  it  to 
him.  We  hold,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  only  one  of  the  plainest 
principles  of  morals,  that  no  immoral  law  can  bind  the  con- 
science, and  that  every  man  must  judge  of  its  character  for  him- 
self, and  on  his  own  responsibility;  but  that  this  doctrine  is 
essential  to  all  religious  liberty,  and  to  the  religious  sanction  of 
civil  government.  K  you  deny  this  principle,  yon  thereby  deny 
that  government  is  a  divine  institution,  and  denying  that,  you 
deprive  it  of  its  vital  energy,  and  send  it  tottering  to  a  dishonored 
grave. 

But  here  the  great  practical  question  arises.  What  is  to  be  done 
when  the  law  of  the  land  comes  into  conflict  with  the  law  of 
God — or,  which  is  to  us  the  same  thing,  with  our  convictions  of 
what  that  law  demands  ?  In  answer  to  this  question  we  woald 
remark,  in  the  first  place,  that  in  most  cases,  the  majority  of  the 
people  have  nothing  to  do,  except  peaceably  to  use  their  influence 
to  have  the  law  repealed.  The  mass  of  the  people  have  nothing 
actively  to  do  with  the  laws.  Very  few  enactments  of  the  gov- 
ernment touch  one  in  a  thousand  in  the  population.  We  may 
think  a  protective  tarifi*  not  only  inexpedient,  but  unequal  and 
therefore  unjust.  But  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  We  are 
not  responsible  for  it,  and  are  not  called  upon  to  enforce  it.  The 
remark  applies  even  to  laws  of  a  higher  character,  such,  e.  g,  as 
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a  law  proclaiming  an  unjuBt  war ;  forbidding  the  introdaction  <^ 
the  Bible  into  public  schools ;  requiring  homage  or  sanction  to 
be  given  to  idolatrous  services  by  public  oflScers,  etc.,  etc.  Such 
laws  do  not  touch  the  mass  of  the  people.  They  do  not  require 
them  either  to  do  or  abstain  from  doing,  any  thing  which  con- 
science forbids  or  enjoins ;  and  therefore  their  duty  in  the  premi- 
ses may  be  limited  to  the  use  of  legitimate  means  to  have  laws 
of  which  they  disapprove  repealed. 

In  the  second  place,  those  executive  officers  who  are  called 
upon  to  carry  into  effect  a  law  which  requires  them  to  do  what 
their  conscience  condemns,  must  resign  their  office,  if  they  would 
do  their  duty  to  God.  Some  years  since.  General  Maitland  (if 
we  remember  the  name  correctly)  of  the  Madras  Presidency,  in 
India,  resigned  a  lucrative  and  honorable  post,  because  he  could 
not  conscientiously  give  the  sanction  to  the  Hindoo  idolatry  re- 
quired by  the  British  authorities.  And  within  the  last  few 
months,  we  haviB  seen  hundreds  of  Hessian  officers  throw  up  their 
commissions  rather  than  trample  on  the  constitution  of  their 
country.  On  the  same  principles  the  non-conformists  in  the  time 
of  Charles  U.  and  the  ministers  of  the  Free  Ohurch  of  Scotland, 
in  our  day,  gave  up  their  stipends  and  their  positions,  because 
they  could  not  with  a  good  conscience  carry  into  effect  the  law  of 
the  land.  It  is  not  intended  that  an  executive  officer  should,  in 
all  cases,  resign  his  post  rather  than  execute  a  law  which  in  his 
private  judgment  he  may  regard  as  unconstitutional  or  unjust 
The  responsibility  attaches  to  those  who  make,  and  not  to  Uiose  who 
execute  the  laws.  It  is  only  when  the  act,  which  the  officer  is 
called  upon  to  perform,  involves  personal  criminality,  that  he  is 
called  upon  to  decline  its  execution.  Thus  in  the  case  of  war;  a 
military  officer  is  not  the  proper  judge  of  its  justice.  That  is  not 
a  question  between  him  and  the  enemy,  but  between  his  govern- 
ment and  the  hostile  nation.  On  the  supposition  that  war  itself  is 
not  sinful,  the  act  which  the  military  officer  is  called  upon  to  per- 
form is  not  criminal,  and  he  may  with  a  good  conscience  carry  oat 
the  commands  of  his  government,  whatever  may  be  his  private 
opinion  of  the  justice  of  the  war.  All  such  cases  no  doubt  are 
more  or  less  complicated,  and  must  be  decided  each  on  its  own 
merits.  The  general  principle,  however,  appears  plain,  that  it  is 
only  when  the  act  required  of  an  executive  officer  involves  p«p- 
Bonal  criminality,  that  he  is  called  upon  to  resign.    This  is  a  case 
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that  often  occurs.  In  Eomish  countries,  as  Malta,  for  example, 
British  officers  have  been  required  to  do  homage  to  the  host,  and 
on  their  refusal  have  been  cashiered.  Ah  instance  of  this  kind 
occurred  a  few  years  ago,  and  produced  a  profound  sensation  in 
England.  This  was  clearly  a  case  of  great  injustice.  The  com- 
mand was  an  uurighteous  one.  The  duty  of  the  officer  was  to 
resign  rather  than  obey.  Had  the  military  authorities  taken  a 
fair  view  of  the  question,  they  must  have  decided  that  the  com- 
mand to  bow  to  the  host,  was  not  obligatory,  because  ultra  vires. 
But  if  such  an  order  was  insisted  upon,  the  conscientious  Protest- 
ant must  resign  his  commission. 

The  next  question  is,  What  is  the  duty  of  private  citizens  in  the 
case  supposed,  ^.  6.,  when  the  civil  law  either  forbids  them  to  do 
what  God  commands,  or  commands  them  to  do  what  Ood  forbids? 
We  answer,  their  duty  is  not  obedience,  but  submission.  These 
are  different  things.  A  law  consists  of  two  parts,  the  precept 
and  the  penalty.  We  obey  the  one,  and  submit  to  the  other. 
When  we  are  required  by  the  law  to  do  what  our  conscience  pro- 
nounces to  bo  sinful,  we  can  not  obey  the  precept,  but  we  are 
bound  to  submit  without  resistance  to  the  penalty.  We  are  not 
authorized  to  abrogate  the  law,  nor  forcibly  to  resist  its  execution, 
no  matter  how  great  its  injustice  or  cruelty.  On  this  principle 
holy  men  have  acted  in  all  ages.  The  apostles  did  not  obey  the 
precept  of  the  Jewish  laws  forbidding  them  to  preach  Christ,  but 
neither  did  they  resist  the  execution  of  the  penalty  attached  to 
the  violation  of  those  laws.  Thus  it  was  with  all  the  martyrs ; 
they  would  not  offer  incense  to  idols,  but  refused  not  to  be  led 
to  the  stake.  Had  Cranmer,  on  the  gi'ound  of  the  iniquity 
of  the  law  condemning  him  to  death,  killed  the  officers  who  came 
to  carry  it  into  effect,  he  would  have  been  guilty  of  murder.  Here 
is  the  great  difference  which  is  often  overlooked.  The  right  of 
self-defense  is  appealed  to  as  justifying  resistance  even  to  death, 
against  all  attempts  to  deprive  us  of  our  liberty.  We  have  this 
right  in  reference  to  unauthorized  individuals,  but  not  in  refer- 
ence to  the  officers  of  the  law.  Had  men  without  authority 
entered  Cranmer's  house,  and  attempted  to  take  his  life,  his 
resistance,  even  if  attended  with  the  loss  of  life,  would  have  been 
justifiable.  But  no  man  has  the  right  to  resist  the  execation  of 
the  law.  What  could  be  more  iniquitous  than  the  laws  condemn- 
ms^  men  to  death  for  the  worship  of  God.     Yet  to  these  laws 
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ChristiaDS  and  Protestants  yielded  nnresistiDg  submissioD.  This 
is  an  obvious  doty,  flowing  from  the  divine  institution  of  govern- 
ment. There  is  no  power  but  of  Ood,  and  the  powers  that  be 
are  ordained  of  God.  Whosoever,  therefore,  resisteth  the  power 
resisteth  the  ordinance  of  Ood ;  and  they  that  resist  shall  receive 
to  themselves  damnation.  Thus  Paul  reasoned.  K  the  power 
is  of  God,  it  can  not  be  rightfully  resisted  ;  it  must  be  obeyed  or 
submitted  to.  Are  wicked,  tyrannical.  Pagan  powers  of  God ! 
Certainly  they  are.  Does  not  he  order  all  things!  Does  any 
man  become  a  king  without  God's  permission  granted  in  mercy 
or  in  judgment?  Was  not  Nero  to  be  recognized  as  emperor! 
Would  it  not  be  a  sin  to  refuse  submission  to  Nicholas  of  Bas- 
sia,  or  to  the  Sultan  of  Turkey  ?  Are  rulers  to  be  obeyed  only  for 
their  goodness  ?  Is  it  only  kind  and  reasonable  masters,  parents, 
or  husbands,  who  are  to  be  recognized  as  such  ?  It  is  no  doubt 
true,  that  in  no  case  is  unlimited  authority  granted  to  men  ;  and 
that  obedience  to  the  precepts  of  our  superiors  is  limited  by  the 
nature  of  their  office,  and  by  the  moral  law ;  but  this  leaves  their 
authority  untouched,  and  the  obligation  to  submission  where  we 
can  not  obey,  unimpaired. 

Have  we  then  got  back  to  the  old  doctrine  of  ^^  passive  obedi- 
ence "  by  another  route  ?  Not  at  all.  The  scriptural  rule  above 
recited  relates  to  individuals.  It  prescribes  the  duty  of  submis- 
sion even  to  unjust  and  wicked  laws,  on  the  part  of  men  in  their 
separate  capacity ;  but  it  does  not  deny  the  right  of  revolution  as 
existing  in  the  community.  What  the  Scriptures  forbid,  is  that 
any  man  should  undertake  to  resist  the  law.  They  do  not  forbid 
either  change  in  the  laws  or  change  in  the  government.  There  is 
an  obvious  difference  between  these  two  things,  viz :  the  right  of 
resistance  on  the  part  of  individuals,  and  the  right  of  revolution 
on  the  part  of  the  people.  This  latter  right  we  argue  from  the 
divine  institution  of  government  itself.  God  has  revealed  his 
will  that  government  should  exist,  but  he  has  not  prescribed  the 
form  which  it  shall  assume.  In  other  words,  he  has  commanded 
men  to  organize  such  government,  but  has  left  the  form  to  be  de- 
termined by  themselves.  This  is  a  necessary  inference.  It  fol- 
lows from  the  mere  silence  of  Scripture  and  nature  on  this  subject, 
that  it  is  left  free  to  the  determination  of  those  to  whom  the  gen- 
eral command  is  given.  In  the  next  place,  this  right  is  to  be 
inferred  from  the  design  of  civil  government.    That  design  is  the 
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welfare  of  the  people.  It  is  the  promotion  of  their  physical  and 
moral  improvement ;  the  security  of  life  and  property ;  the  pun- 
ishment of  evil  doers,  and  the  praise  of  those  who  do  well.  If 
Buch  is  the  end  which  God  designs  government  to  answer,  it  must 
be  his  will  that  it  should  be  made  to  accomplish  that  purpose,  and 
consequently  that  it  may  be  changed  &om  time  to  time,  so  as  to 
secure  that  end.  No  one  form  of  government  is  adapted  to  all 
states  of  society,  any  more  than  one  suit  of  clothes  is  proper  to  all 
stages  of  life.  The  end  for  which  clothing  is  designed,  supposes 
the  right  to  adapt  it  to  that  end.  In  like  manner  the  end  gov- 
ernment is  intended  to  answer,  supposes  the  right  to  modify  it 
whenever  such  modification  is  necessary.  If  God  commands 
men  to  accomplish  certain  ends,  and  does  not  prescribe  the  means, 
he  does  thereby  leave  the  choice  of  the  means  to  their  discretion. 
And  any  institution  which  fails  to  accomplish  the  end  intended 
by  it,  if  it  has  not  a  divine  sanction  as  to  its  form,  may  lawfully 
be  so  changed  as  to  suit  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  appointed. 
We  hold,  therefore,  that  the  people  have,  by  divine  right,  the  au- 
thority to  change,  not  only  their  rulers,  but  their  form  of  govern- 
ment, whenever  the  one  or  the  other,  instead  of  promoting  the 
well-being  of  the  community,  is  unjust  or  injurious.  This  is  a 
right  which,  like  all  other  prerogatives,  may  be  exercised  unwisely, 
capriciously,  or  even  unjustly,  but  still  it  is  not  to  be  denied.  It 
has  been  recognized  and  exercised  in  all  ages,  of  the  wodd,  and 
with  the  sanction  of  the  best  of  men.  It  is  as  unavoidable  and 
healthful  as  the  changes  in  the  body  to  adapt  it  to  the  increasing 
vigor  of  the  mind,  in  its  progress  from  infancy  to  age.  The  pro- 
gress of  society  depends  on  the  exercise  of  this  right.  It  is  im^ 
possible  that  its  powers  should  be  developed,  if  it  were  to  be  for- 
ever wrapt  up  in  its  swaddling  clothes,  or  coffined  as  a  mummy. 
The  early  Christians  submitted  quietly  to  the  unjust  laws  of  their 
Pagan  oppressors,  until  the  mass  of  the  community  became  Chris- 
tians, and  then  they  revolutionized  the  government.  Protestants 
acted  in  the  same  way  with  their  papal  rulers.  So  did  our  forefa- 
thers, and  so  may  any  people  whose  form  of  government  no  longer 
answers  the  end  for  which  God  has  commanded  civil  government 
to  be  instituted.  The  Quakers  are  now  a  minority  in  all  the  coun- 
tries in  which  they  exist,  and  furnish  an  edifying  example  of  sub- 
mission to  the  laws  which  they  can  not  conscientiously  obey. 
But  should  they  come,  in  any  political  society,  to  be  the  control- 
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ling  power,  it  is  plain  they  would  have  the  right  to  conduct  it  on 
their  own  principles. 

The  right  of  revolution  therefore  is  really  embedded  in  the  right 
to  serve  God.  A  government  which  interferes  with  that  service, 
which  commands  what  Ood  forbids,  or  forbids  what  he  commands, 
we  are  bound  by  our  duty  to  him  to  change  as  soon  as  we  have 
the  power.  If  this  is  not  so,  then  God  has  subjected  his  people 
to  the  necessity  of  always  submitting  to  punishment  for  obeying 
his  commands,  and  has  cut  them  off  firom  the  only  means  which 
can  insure  their  peaceful  and  secure  enjoyment  of  the  liberty  to 
do  his  will.  Ko  one,  however,  in  our  land,  or  of  the  race  to 
which  we  belong,  will  be  disposed  to  question  the  right  of  the 
people  to  change  their  form  of  government.  Our  history  forbids 
all  diversity  of  sentiment  on  this  subject.  We  are  only  concerned 
to  show  that  the  scriptural  doctrine  of  civil  government  is  per- 
fectly consistent  with  that  right ;  or  rather  that  the  right  is  one  of 
the  logical  deductions  from  that  doctrine. 

We  have  thus  endeavored  to  prove  that  government  is  a  divine 
institution  ;  that  obedience  to  the  laws  is  a  religious  duty ;  that 
such  obedience  is  due  in  all  cases  in  which  it  can  be  rendered 
with  a  good  conscience ;  that  when  obedience  can  not  be  yielded 
without  sinning  against  God,  then  our  duty  as  individuals  is 
quietly  to  submit  to  the  infliction  of  the  penalty  attached  to  dis- 
obedience ;  and  that  the  right  of  resistance  or  of  revolution  rests 
only  in  the  body  of  people  for  whose  benefit  government  is 
instituted. 

The  application  of  these  principles  to  the  case  of  the  fugitive 
slave  law  is  so  obvious,  as  hardly  to  justify  remark.  The  great 
body  of  the  people  regard  that  law  as  consistent  with  the  consti- 
tution of  the  country  and  the  law  of  Qod.  Their  duty,  therefore, 
in  the  premises,  whether  they  think  it  wise  or  unwise,  is  perfectly 
plain.  Those  who  take  the  opposite  view  of  the  law,  having  in 
the  great  majority  of  cases,  nothing  to  do  with  enforcing  it,  are 
in  no  measure  responsible  for  it.  Their  duty  is  limited  to  the  use 
of  peaceable  and  constitutional  means  to  get  it  repealed.  A  large 
part  of  the  people  of  this  country  thought  the  acquisition  of 
Louisiana ;  the  admission  of  Texas  into  the  Union  by  a  simple 
resolution ;  the  late  Mexican  war ;  were  cither  unjust  or  unconsti- 
tutional, but  there  was  no  resistance  to  these  measures.  None 
was  made,  and  none  would  have  been  justifiable.    So  in  the  pre- 
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Bent  case,  as  the  people  generally  are  not  called  npon  either  to 
do,  or  to  forbear  from  doing,  any  thing  their  conscience  forbids, 
all  resistance  to  the  operation  of  this  law  on  their  part  must  be 
without  excuse.  With  regard  to  the  executive  officers,  whose 
province  it  is  to  carry  the  law  into  effect,  though  some  of  them 
may  disapprove  of  it  as  unwise,  harsh,  or  oppressive,  still  they 
are  bound  to  execute  it,  unless  they  believe  the  specific  act  which 
they  are  called  upon  to  perform  involves  personal  criminality, 
and  then  their  duty  is  the  resignation  of  their  office,  and  not  re- 
sistance to  the  law.  There  is  the  most  obvious  difference  between 
an  officer  *being  called  upon,  for  example,  to  execute  a  decision 
of  a  court,  which  in  his  private  opinion  he  thinks  unjust,  and  his 
being  called  upon  to  blaspheme,  or  commit  murder.  The  latter 
involves  personal  guilt,  the  former  does  not.  He  is  not  the  judge 
of  the  equity  or  propriety  of  the  decision  which  he  is  required  to 
carry  into  effect.  It  is  evident  that  the  wheels  of  society  would 
be  stopped,  if  every  officer  of  the  government,  and  every  minister 
of  justice  should  feel  that  he  is  authorized  to  sit  in  judgment  on 
the  wisdom  or  righteousness  of  any  law  he  was  called  upon  to 
execute.  He  is  responsible  for  his  own  acts,  and  not  for  the 
judgments  of  others,  and  therefore  when  the  execution  of  a  law 
or  of  a  command  of  a  superior  does  not  require  him  to  sin,  he  is 
free  to  obey. 

Again,  in  those  cases  in  which  we,  as  private  individuals,  may 
be  called  upon  to  assist  in  carrying  the  fugitive  slave  law  into 
effect,  if  we  can  not  obey,  we  must  do  as  the  Quakers  have  long 
done  with  regard  to  our  military  laws,  i.  e.  quietly  submit.  We 
have  no  right  to  resist,  or  in  any  way  to  impede  the  operation 
of  the  law.  Wliatever  sin  there  is  in  it,  does  not  rest  on  us,  any 
more  than  the  sin  of  our  military  system  rests  on  the  Quakers.* 

*  The  doctrine  tliat  the  ezecntive  officers  of  a  goyemment  are  not  the  re- 
aponsible  judges  of  the  justice  of  its  decisions,  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
principle  advanced  aboye,  yiz  :  that  eyery  man  has  the  right  to  judge  for  him- 
self whether  any  law  or  command  is  obligatory.  This  latter  principle  relates 
to  acts  for  which  we  are  personally  responsible.  If  a  military  officer  is  com- 
manded to  commit  treason  or  murder,  he  is  bound  to  refuse ;  because  these  acts 
are  morally  wrong.  But  if  commanded  to  lead  an  army  against  an  enem]^  ho 
is  bound  to  obey,  for  that  is  not  morally  wrong.  He  is  the  judge  of  his  own 
act,  but  not  of  the  act  of  the  government  in  declaring  the  w^.  So  a  sheriff, 
if  he  thinks  all  capital  punishment  a  violation  of  God's  law,  he  can  not  cany  a 
53 
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And  finally  as  regards  the  fugitives  themselves,  their  obvions 
duty  is  submission.  To  them  the  law  mast  appear  jast  as  the 
laws  of  the  Pagans  against  Christians,  or  of  Bomanists  against 
Protestants,  appeared  to  those  who  suffered  from  them.  And  the 
duty  in  both  cases  is  the  same.  Had  the  martyrs  put  to  death  &e 
officers  of  the  law,  they  would  in  the  sight  of  Ood  and  man  have 
been  guilty  of  murder.  And  any  one  who  teaches  fugitive  slaves 
to  resort  to  violence  even  to  the  sacrifice  of  life,  in  resisting  the 
law  in  question,  it  seems  to  us,  is  guilty  of  exciting  men  to  mur- 
der. As  before  remarked,  the  principle  of  self-defense  does  not 
apply  in  this  case.  Is  there  no  difference  between  a  man  who 
kills  an  assassin  who  attempts  his  life  on  the  highway,  and  the 
man  who,  though  knowing  himself  to  be  innocent  of  the  crime 
for  which  he  has  been  condemned  to  die,  should  kill  the  officers 
of  justice !  The  former  is  a  case  of  justifiable  homicide,  the  other 
is  a  case  of  murder.  The  officers  of  justice  are  not  the  offenders. 
They  are  not  the  persons  responsible  for  the  law  or  the  decision. 
That  responsibility  rests  on  the  government.  Private  vengeance 
can  not  reach  the  state.  And  if  it  could,  such  vengeance  is  not 
the  remedy  ordained  by  God  for  such  evils.  They  are  to  be  sub- 
mitted to,  until  the  government  can  be  changed.  How  did  our 
Lord  act  when  he  was  condemned  by  an  oppressive  judgment, 
and  with  wicked  hands  crucified  and  slain?  Did  he  kill  the 
Soman  soldiers  ?  Has  not  he  left  us  an  example  that  we  should 
follow  his  steps :  who  did  no  sin,  neither  was  guile  found  in  his 
mouth ;  who,  when  he  was  reviled,  reviled  not  again ;  when  he 
suffered,  he  threatened  hot;  but  committed  himself  unto  him  that 
judgeth  righteously.  On  this  principle  did  all  his  holy  martyrs 
act ;  and  on  this  principle  are  we  bound  to  act  in  submitting  to 
the  laws  of  the  land,  even  when  we  deem  them  oppressive  or 
unjust. 

The  principles  advocated  in  this  paper  appear  to  us  so  element- 
ary, that  we  feel  disposed  to  apologize  for  presenting  them  in 
such  a  formal  manner.  But  every  generation  has  to  learn  the 
alphabet  for  itself.    And  the  mass  of  men  are  so  occupied  with 


8en|9nce  of  death  into  effect^  because  the  act  itself  is  sinful  in  his  view.  Bat 
he  is  not  the  judge  of  the  justice  of  any  particular  sentence  he  is  called  on  to 
execute.  He  may  judge  of  his  own  part  of  the  transaction  :  but  he  is  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  act  of  the  judge  and  the  jury. 
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other  matters,  diat  they  do  not  give  themselves  time  to  discrimi- 
nate. Their  judgments  are  dictated,  in  many  cases,  by  their 
feelings,  or  their  circumstances.  One  man  simply  looks  to  the 
hardship  of  forcing  a  slave  back  to  bondage,  and  he  impulsively 
counsels  resistance  unto  blood.  Another  looks  to  the  evils  which 
follow  from  resistance  to  law,  and  he  asserts  that  human  laws  are 
in  all  cases  to  be  obeyed.  Both  are  obviously  wrong.  Both 
would  overthrow  all  government.  The  one  by  justifying  every 
man's  taking  the  law  into  his  own  hands ;  and  the  other  by  de- 
stroying the  authority  of  God,  which  is  the  only  foundation  on 
which  human  government  can  rest.  It  is  only  by  acting  on  the 
direction  of  the  Divine  Wisdom  incarnate:  "Eender  unto  Caesar 
the  things  that  are  Csesar's,  and  unto  God  the  things  that  are 
God's,"  that  these  destructive  extremes  are  to  be  avoided.  Gov- 
ernment is  a  divine  institution;  obedience  to  the  laws  is  com- 
manded by  God ;  and  yet  like  all  other  divine  commands  of  the 
same  class,  there  are  cases  in  which  it  ceases  to  be  obligation. 
Of  these  cases  every  one  must  judge  for  himself  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility to  God  and  man ;  but  when  he  cannot  obey,  his  duty 
is  to  submit.  The  divinely  appointed  remedy  for  unjust  or  op- 
pressive legislation  is  not  private  or  tumultuous  opposition,  but 
the  repeal  of  unrighteous  enactments,  or  the  reorganization  of  the 
government. 

Whaty  however,  we  have  had  most  at  heart  m  the  preparation 
of  this  article,  is  the  exhibition  of  the  great  principle  that  all  au- 
thority reposes  on  God ;  that  all  our  obligations  terminate  on 
him ;  that  government  is  not  a  mere  voluntary  compact,  and  obe- 
dience to  law  an  obligation  which  rests  on  the  consent  of  the  gov- 
erned. We  regard  this  as  a  matter  of  primary  importance.  The 
character  of  men  and  of  communities  depends,  to  a  great  extent 
on  their  faith.  The  theory  of  morals  which  they  adopt  determines 
their  moral  charactcter.  If  they  assume  that  expediency  is  the 
rule  of  duty,  that  a  thing  is  right  because  it  produces  happiness, 
or  wrong  because  it  produces  misery,  that  this  tendency  is  not 
merely  the  test  between  right  and  wrong,  but  the  ground  of  the 
distinction,  then,  the  specific  idea  of  moral  excellence  and  obliga- 
tion is  lost.  All  questions  of  duty  are  merged  into  a  calculation 
of  profit  and  loss.  There  is  no  sense  of  God ;  reason  or  society 
takes  his  place,  and  an  irreligious,  calculating  cast  of  character 
is  the  inevitable  resutl;.    This  is  counteracted  in  individuals  and 
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the  commnnify  by  various  causes,  for  neither  the  character  of  a 
man  nor  that  of  a  society  is  determined  by  any  one  opinion ;  but 
its  injurious  influence  may  nevertheless  be  most  manifest  and  de- 
plorable. No  man  can  fail  to  see  the  deteriorating  influence  of 
this  theory  of  morals  on  public  character  both  in  this  country  and 
in  England.  If  we  would  make  men  religious  and  moral,  instead 
of  merely  cute,  let  us  place  Ood  l)efore  them ;  let  us  teach  them 
^  that  his  will  is  the  ground  of  their  obligations ;.  that  they  are  re- 
sponsible to  him  for  all  their  acts ;  that  their  allegiance  as  moral 
agents  is  not  to  reason  or  to  society,  but  to  the  heart-searching 
God ;  that  the  obligation  to  obey  the  laws  of  the  land  does  not 
rest  on  their  consent  to  them,  but  to  the  fact  government  is  of 
Ood ;  that  those  who  resist  the  magistrate,  resist  the  ordinance  of 
Ood,  and  that  they  who  resist,  shall  receive  unto  themselves 
damnation.  This  is  the  only  doctrine  which  can  give  stablity 
either  to  morals  or  to  government.  Man's  allegiance  is  not  to 
reason  in  the  abstract,  nor  to  society,  but  to  a  personal  God,  who 
has  power  to  destroy  both  soul  and  body  in  hell.  This  is  a  law 
revealed  in  the  constitution  of  our  nature,  as  well  as  by  the  lips 
of  Christ.  And  to  no  other  sovereign  can  the  soul  yield  rational 
obedience,  We  might  as  well  attempt  to  substitute  some  me- 
chanical contrivance  of  our  own,  for  the  law  of  gravitation,  as  a 
means  of  keeping  the  planets  in  their  orbits,  as  to  expect  to 
govern  men  by  any  thing  else  than  the  fear  of  an  Infinite  Qod. 
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EvsBY  one  must  be  sensible  that  a  very  great  change  has,  within 
a  few  years,  been  produced  in  the  feelings,  if  not  in  the  opinions 
of  the  public  in  relation  to  slavery.  It  is  now  the  most  exciting 
topic  of  discussion.  Nor  is  the  excitement  in  society  confined  to 
discussion  alone.  Designs  and  plans,  of  the  most  reprehensible 
character,  are  boldly  avowed  and  defended.  What  has  produced 
this  lamentable  state  of  things  ?  No  doubt  many  circumstances 
have  combined  in  its  production.  We  ^think,  however,  that  all 
impartial  observers  must  acknowledge,  that  by  far  the  most  prom- 
inent cause  is  the  conduct  of  the  abolitionists Nor  is  it  by 

argiiment  that  the  abolitionists  have  produced  the  present  un- 
happy excitement.  Argument  has  not  been  the  characteristic  of 
their  publications.  Denunciations  of  slaveholding,  as  man- 
stealing,  robbery,  piracy,  and  worse  than  murder;  consequent 
vituperation  of  slaveholders  as  knowingly  guilty  of  the  worst  of 
crimes ;  pi^psionate  appeals  to  the  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Northern  States ;  gross  exaggerations  of  the  moral  and  phys- 
ical condition  of  the  slaves,  have  formed  the  staple  of  their  ad- 
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dresses  to  the  public*  We  do  not  mean  to  say  that  there  has 
been  no  calm  and  Christian  discussion  of  the  subject.  We  mean 
merely  to  state  what  has,  to  the  best  of  oar  knowledge,  been  the 
predominent  character  of  the  anti-slavery  publications.  There  is 
one  circumstance  which  renders  the  error  and.guilt  of  this  course 
of  conduct  chargeable,  in  a  great  measure,  on  the  abolitionists  as 
a  body,  and  even  upon  those  of  their  number  who  have  pursued 
a  different  course.  We  refer  to  the  fact  that  they  have  upheld 
the  most  extreme  publications,  and  made  common  cause  with  the 
most  reckless  declaimers.  The  wildest  ravings  of  the  Liberator 
have  been  constantly  lauded;  agents  have  been  commissioned 
whose  great  distinction  was  a  talent  for  eloquent  vituperation ; 
coincidence  of  opinion  as  to  the  single  point  of  immediate  eman- 
cipation has  been  sufficient  to  unite  men  of  the  most  discordant 
character.  There  is  in  this  conduct  such  a  strange  want  of  adapta- 
tion between  the  means  and  the  end  which  they  profess  to  have 
in  view,  as  to  stagger  the  faith  of  most  persons  in  the  sincerity 
of  their  professions,  who  do  not  consider  the  extremes  to  which 
even  good  men  may  be  carried,  when  they  allow  one  subject  to 
take  exclusive  possession  of  their  minds.  We  do  not  dqubt  their 
sincerity,  but  we  marvel  at  their  delusion.  They  seem  to  have 
been  led  by  the  mere  impulse  of  feeling,  and  a  blind  imitation 
of  their  predecessors  in  England,  to  a  course  of  measures,  which, 
though  rational  under  one  set  of  circumstances,  is  the  hight  of 
infatuation  under  another.  The  English  abolitionists  addressed 
themselves  to  a  community,  which,  though  it  owned  no  slaves, 
had  the  power  to  abolish  slavery,  and  was  therefore  responsible 
for  its  continuance.  Their  object  was  to  rouse  that  community  to 
immediate  action.  For  this  purpose  they  addressed  themselves 
to  the  feelings  of  the  people;  they  portrayedMn  the  strongest 
colors  the  misery  of  the  slaves ;  they  dilated  on  the  gratuitous 
crime  of  which  England  was  guilty  in  perpetuating  slavery,  and 
did  all  they  could  to  excite  the  passions  of  the  public.  This  was 
the  course  most  likely  to  succeed,  and  it  did  succeed.  Suppose, 
however,  that  the  British  parliament  had  no  power  over  the  subject ; 
that  it  rested  entirely  with  the  colonial  Assemblies  to  decide  whether 
slavery  should  be  abolished  or  not.    Does  any  man  believe  the 


*See  Gheever's  ''God  against  Slavery/'  and  Wendell  Phillips'  Speech  on 
Harper's  Ferry,  &c.,  &c. — Ed. 
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abolitionists  would  have  gained  their  object?  Did  they  in  fact 
make  converts  of  the  planters  ?  Did  they  even  pretend  that  such 
was  their  design  ?  Every  one  knows  that  their  conduct  produced 
a  state  of  almost  frantic  excitement  in  the  West  India  Islands ; 
that  so  far  from  the  public  feeling  in  England  producing  a  moral 
impression  upon  the  planters  favorable  to  the  condition  of  the 
slaves,  its  effect  was  directly  the  reverse.  It  excited  them  to 
drive  away  the  missionaries,  to  tear  down  the  chapels,  to  mani- 
fest a  determination  to  rivet  still  mof^  firmly  the  chains  on  their 
helpless  captives,  and  to  resist  to  the  utmost  all  attempts  for  their 
emancipation  or  even  improvement.  All  this  was  natural,  though 
it  was  all,  under  the  circumstances,  of  no  avail,  except  to  rouse 
the  spirit  of  the  mother  country,  and  to  endanger  the  result 
of  the  experiment  of  emancipation,  by  exasperating  the  feelings 
of  the  slaves.  Precisely  similar  has  been  the  result  of  the  efforts 
of  the  American  abolitionists^  as  regards  the  slaveholders  of 
America.  They  have  produced  a  state  of  alarming  exasperation 
at  the  South,  injurious  to  the  slave  and  dangerous  to  the  country, 
while  they  have  foiled  to  enlist  the  feelings  of  the  North.  This 
failure  has  resulted,  not  so  much  from  diversity  of  opinion  on  the 
abstract  question  of  slavery ;  or  from  want  of  sympathy  among 
Northern  men  in  the  cause  of  human  rights,  as  from  the  fact,  that 
the  common  sense  of  the  public  has  been  shocked  by  the  incon- 
gruity and  folly  of  hoping  to  effect  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  one 
country,  by  addressing  the  people  of  another.  We  do  not  expect 
to  abolish  despotism  in  Russia,  by  getting  up  indignation  meet- 
ings in  New  York.  Yet  for  all  the  purposes  of  legislation  on 
this  subject,  Eussia  is  not  more  a  foreign  country  to  us  than  South 
Carolina.  The  idea  of  inducing  the  Southern  slaveholder  "to 
emancipate  his  slaves  by  denunciation,  is  about  as  rational  as 
to  expect  the  sovereigns  of  Europe  to  grant  free  institutions,  by 
calling  them  tyrants  and  robbers.  Could  we  send  our  denuncia- 
tions of  despotism  among  the  subjects  of  those  monarchs,  and 
rouse  the  people  to  a  sense  of  their  wrongs  and  a  determination 
to  redress  them,  there  would  be  some  prospect  of  success.  But 
our  Noi-thern  abolitionists  disclaim,  with  great  earnestness,  all 
intention  of  allowing  their  appeals  to  reach  the  ears  of  the  slaves. 
It  is,  therefore,  not  to  be  wondered  at,  that  the  course  pursued  by 
the  anti-slavery  societies,  should  produce  exasperation  at  the 
South,  without  conciliating  sympathy  at  the  North.    The  impolicy 
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of  their  conduct  is  so  obvious,  that  men  who  agree  with  them  aa 
to  all  their  leading  principles,  not  only  stand  aloof  from  their 
measures,  but  unhesitatingly  condemn  their  conduct.  This  is  the 
case  with  Dr.  Channing.  Although  his  book  was  written  rather 
to  repress  the  feeling  of  opposition  to  these  societies,  than  to 
encourage  it,  yet  he  fully  admits  the  justice  of  the  principal 
charges  brought  against  them.  We  extract  a  few  passages  on 
the  subject.  "  The  abolitionists  have  done  wrong,  I  believe ;  nor 
is  their  wrong  to  be  winked*ut,  because  done  fanatically,  or  with 
good  intentions ;  for  how  much  mischief  may  be  wrought  with 
good  designs  I  They  have  fallen  into  the  common  error  of  enthu- 
siasts, that  of  exaggerating  their  object,  of  feeling  as  if  no  evil 
existed  but  that  which  they  opposed,  and  as  if  no  guilt  could  be 
compared  with  that  of  countenancing  and  upholding  it.  The 
tone  of  their  newspapers,  as  far  as  I  have  seen  them,  has  often 
been  fierce,  bitter,  and  abusive."  p.  133.  '^  Another  objection 
to  their  movements  is,  that  they  £ave  sought  to  accomplish  their 
object  by  a  system  of  agitation ;  that  is,  by  a  system  of  affiliated 
societies  gathered,  and  held  together,  and  extended,  by  passionate 
eloquence."  "  The  abolitionists  might  have  formed  an  associa- 
tion ;  but  it  should  have  been  an  elective  one.  Men  of  strong 
principles,  judiciousness,  sobriety,  should  have  been  carefully 
sought  as  members.  Much  good  might  have  been  accomplished 
by  the  co-operation  of  such  philanthropists.  Instead  of  this,  the 
abolitionists  sent  forth  their  orators,  some  of  them  transported 
with  fiery  zeal,  to  sound  the  alarm  against  slavery  through  the 
land,  to  gather  together  young  and  old,  pupils  from  schools, 
females  hardly  arrived  at  years  of  discretion,  the  ignorant,  the 
eiccitable,  the  impetuous,  and  to  organize  these  into  associations 
for  the  battle  against  oppression.  Very  unhappily  they  preached 
their  doctrine  to  the  colored  people,  and  collected  these  into 
societies.*  To  this  mixed  and  excitable  multitude,  minute,  heart- 
I'euding  descriptions  of  slavery  were  given  in  the  piercing  tones 
of  passion ;  and  slaveholders  were  held  up  as  monsters  of  cruelty 
and  crime."  p.  136.  ^^  The  abolitionists  often  speak  of  Luther^s 
vehemence  as  a  model  to  future  reformers.     But  who,  that  has 

•  Their  object,  evidently,  has  been  to  prevent  the  free  people  of  color  from 
emigrating  to  Liberia,  and  to  retain  them  in  this  country  as  a  cat's  paw  to  work 
out  their  own  designs. — Ed. 
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read  history,  does  not  know  that  Lather^s  refonuation  was  accom- 
panied by  tremendoQS  miseries  and  crimes,  and  that  its  progress 
was  soon  arrested  ?  and  is  there  not  reason  to  fear,  that  the  fierce, 
bitter,  persecuting  spirit,*  which  he  breathed  into  the  work,  not 
only  tarnished  its  glory,  bat  limited  its  power?  One  great  prin- 
ciple which  we  shoold  lay  down  as  immovably  true,  is,  tliat  if  a 
good  work  can  not  be  carried  on  by  the  calm,  self-controlled, 
benevolent  spirit  of  Christianity,  then  the  time  for  doing  it  has 
Dot  come.  God  asks  not  the  aid  of  onr  vices.  He  can  overrule 
them  for  good,  but  they  are  not  to  be  chosen  instruments  of 
human  happiness."  p.  138.  "  Tlie  adoption  of  the  common  sys- 
tem of  agitation  by  the  abolitionists  has  proved  signally  unsuc- 
cessful. From  the  beginning  it  created  alarm  in  the  considerate, 
and  strengthened  the  sympathies  of  the  free  States  with  the  slave- 
holder. It  made  converts  of  a  few  individuals,  but  alienated 
multitudes.  Its  influence  at  the  South  has  been  evil  without  mix- 
ture.* It  has  stirred  up  bitter  passions  and  a  fierce  fanaticism, 
which  have  shut  every  ear  and  every  heart  against  its  arguments 
and  persuasions.  These  effects  are  the  more  to  be  deplored, 
because  the  hope  of  freedom  to  the  slaves  lies  chiefly  in  the 
dispositions  of  his  master.  The  abolitionist  indeed  proposed  to 
convert  the  slaveholders ;  and  for  this  end  he  approached  them 
with  vituperation,  and  exhausted  on  them  the  vocabulary  of  abuse ! 
And  he  has  reaped  as  he  sowed."  p.  142. 

Unmixed  good  or  evil,  however,  in  such  a  world  as  ours,  is  a 
very  rare  thing.     Though  the  course  pursued  by  tlie  abolitionists 
has  produced  a  great  preponderance  of  mischief,  it  may  incident- 
ally occasion  no  little  good.     It  has  rendered  it  incumbent  on 
every  man  to  endeavor  to  obtain,  and,  as  far  as  he  can,  to  com- 
municate definite  opinions  and  correct  principles  on  the  whole 
subject.     The  community  are  very  apt  to  sink  down  into  indiffer- 
ence to  a  state  of  things  of  long  continuance,  and  to  content  them- 
selves with  vague  impressions  as  to  right  and  wrong  on  important^ 
points,  when  there  is  no  call  for  immediate  action.     From  this  H 
state  the  abolitionists  have  effectually  roused  the  public  mind,    i 
The  subject  of  slavery  is  no  longer  one  on  which  men  are  allowed 
to  be  of  no  mind  at  all.     The  question  is  brought  up  before  all  of 
our  public  bodies,  civil  and  religious.     Almost  every  ecclesiastical 

*  But  for  this,  a  large  proportion  of  our  ilaves,  instead  of  being  instructed 
orally,  would  have  been  taught  to  read  the  Scriptures  for  themselves. — En. 
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society  has  in  some  way  been  caUed  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
snbject;  and  these  calls  are  constantly  repeated.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  the  duty  of  all  in  their  appropriate  sphere,  to 
seek  for  truth,  and  to  utter  it  in  love. 

"The  first  question,"  says  Dr.  Channing,  "to  be  proposed  by 
a  rational  being,  is  not  what  is  profitable,  but  what  is  right. 
Duty  must  be  primary,  prominent,  most  conspicuous,  among  the 
objects  of  human  thought  and  pursuit.  If  we  cast  it  down  from 
its  supremacy,  if  we  inquire  first  for  our  interests  and  then  for 
our  duties  we  shall  certainly  err.  ,We  can  never  see  the  right 
clearly  and  fully,  but  by  making  it  our  first  concern.  .  .  .  Right 
is  the  supreme  good,  and  includes  all  other  goods.  In  seeking 
and  adhering  to  it,  we  secure  our  true  and  only  happiness.  All 
prosperity,  not  founded  on  it,  is  built  on  sand.  If  human  affiiirs 
are  controlled,  as  we  believe,  by  almighty  rectitude  and  impartial 
goodness,  then  to  hope  for  happiness  from  wrong  doing  is  as  in- 
sane as  to  seek  health  and  prosperity  by  rebelling  against  the  laws 
of  nature,  by  sowing  our  seed  on  the  ocean,  or  making  poison  our 
common  food.  There  is  but  one  unfailing  good;  and  that  is, 
fidelity  to  the  everlasting  law  written  on  the  heart,  and  re-written 
and  re-published  in  God's  word. 

"  Whoever  places  this  faith  in  the  everlasting  law  of  rectitude 
must,  of  course,  regard  the  question  of  slavery,  first,  a^  chiefly, 
as  a  moral  question.  All  other  considerations  will  weigh  little 
with  him  compared  with  its  moral  character  and  moral  influences. 
The  following  remarks,  therefore,  are  designed  to  aid  the  reader 
in  forming  a  just  moral  judgment  of  slavery.  Great  truths,  in- 
alienable rights,  everlasting  duties,  these  will  form  the  chief  sub- 
jects of  this  discussion.  There  are  times  when  the  assertion  of 
great  principles  is  the  best  service  a  man  can  render  society.  The 
present  is  a  moment  of  bewildering  excitement,  when  men's 
minds  are  stormed  and  darkened  by  strong  passions  and  fierce 
conflicts ;  and  also  a  moment  of  absorbing  worldliness,  when  the 
moral  law  is  made  to  bow  to  expediency,  and  its  high  and  strict 
requirements  are  decried  or  dismissed  as  metaphysical  abstrac- 
tions, or  impracticable  theories.  At  such  a  season  to  utter  great 
principles  without  passion,  and  in  the  spirit  of  unfeigned  and 
universal  good  will,  and  to  engrave  them  deeply  and  durably  on 
men's  minds,  is  to  do  more  for  the  world,  than  to  open  mines  of 
wealth,  or  to  frame  the  most  successftil  schemes  of  policy." 
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No  man  can  refuse  assent  to  these  principles.  The  great  ques- 
tion, therefore,  in  relation  to  slavery  is,  what  is  right?  What  are 
the  moral  principles  which  should  control  our  opinions  and  con- 
duct in  regard  to  it?  Before  attempting  an  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  proper  to  remark,  that  we  recognize  no  authoritative 
rule  of  truth  and  duty  but  the  word  of  God.  Plausible  as  may 
1)6  the  arguments  deduced  from  general  principles  to  prove  a 
thing  to  be  true  or  false,  right  and  wrong,  there  is  almost  always 
room  for  doubt  and  honest  diversity  of  opinion.  Clear  as  we 
may  think  the  arguments  against  despotism,  there  ever  have  been 
thousands  of  eplightened  and  good  men,  who  honestly  believe  it 
to  be  of  all  forms  of  government  the  best  and  most  acceptable  to 
God.  Unless  we  can  approach  the  consciences  of  men,  clothed 
with  some  more  imposing  authority  than  that  of  our  own  opinions 
and  arguments,  we  shall  gain  little  permanent  influence.  Men 
are  too  nearly  upon  a  par  as  to  their  powers  of  reasoning,  and 
ability  to  discover  truth,  to  make  the  conclusions  of  one  mind  an 
authoritative  rule  for  others.  It  is  our  object,  therefore,  not  to 
discuss  the  subject  of  slavery  upon  abstract  principles,  but  to 
ascertain  the  scriptural  rule  of  judgment  and  conduct  in  relation 
to  it.  We  do  not  intend  to  enter  upon  any  minute  or  extended 
examination  of  scriptural  passages,  because  all  that  we  wish  to 
assume,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  of  God,  is  so  generally 
admitted  as  to  render  the  labored  proof  of  it  unnecessary. 

It  is  on  all  hands  acknowledged  that,  at  the  time  of  the  advent 
of  Jesus  Christ,  slavery  in  its  worst  forms  prevailed  over  the 
whole  world.  The  Saviour  found  it  ai-ound  him  in  Judea ;  the 
apostles  met  with  it  in  Asia,  Greece  and  Italy.  How  did  they 
treat  it?  Not  by  the  denunciation  of  slaveholding  as  necessarily  \ 
and  universally  sinful.  Not  by  declaring  that  all  slaveholders  \ 
were  men -stealers  and  robbers,  and  consequently  to  be  excluded 
from  the  church  and  the  kingdom  of  heaven.  Not  by  insisting 
on  immediate  emancipation.  Not  by  appeals  to  the  passions  of 
men  on  the  evils  of  slavery,  or  by  the  adoption  of  a  system  of 
universal  agitation.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  by  teaching  the  true 
nature,  dignity,  equality  and  destiny  of  men ;  by  inculcating  the 
principles  of  justice  and  love ;  and  by  leaving  these  principles  to 
produce  their  legitimate  effects  in  ameliorating  the  condition  of 
all  classes  of  society.  We  need  not  stop  to  prove  that  such  was 
the  course  pursued  by  our  Saviour  and  his  apostles,  because  the 
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fact  is  in  general  acknowledged,  and  various  reasons  are  assigned, 
by  the  abolitionists  and  others,  to  account  for  it.     The  subject  is 
hardly  alluded  to  by  Christ  in  any  of  his  personal  instructions. 
The  apostles  refer  to  it,  not  to  pronounce  upon  it  as  a  question  of 
iporals,  put  to  prescribe  the  relative  duties  of  masters  and  slaves. 
They  caution  those  slaves  who  have  believing  or  Christiau  masters, 
not  to  despise  them  because  they  were  on  a  perfect  religious 
equality  with  them,  but  to  consider  the  fact  that  their  masters 
were  their  brethren,  as  an  additional  reason  for  obedience.    It  is 
remarkable  that  there  is  not  even  an  exhortation  to  masters  to ' 
liberate  their  slaves,  much  less  is  it  urged  as  an  imperative 
and  immediate  duty.    They  are  commanded  to  be  kind,  merciful 
and  just ;  and  to  remember  that  they  have  a  Master  in  heaven. 
Paul  represents  this  relation  as  of  comparatively  little  account: 
'^  Let  every  man  abide  in  the  same  calling  wherein  he  was  called. 
Art  thou  called  being  a  servant  (or  slave),  care  not  for  it ;  though, 
should  the  opportunity  of  freedom  be  presented,  embrace  it. 
These  external  relations,  however,  are  of  little  importance,  for 
every  Christian  is  a  freeman  in  the  highest  and  best  sense  of  the 
word,  and  at  the  same  time  is  under  the  strongest  bdnds  to  Christ," 
1  Cor.  vii :  20 — 22.    It  is  not  worth  while  to  shut  our  eyes  to  these 
facts.    They  will  remain,  whether  we  refuse  to  see  them  and  be 
instructed  by  them  or  not.    If  we  are  wiser,  better,  more  cour- 
ageous than  Christ  and  his  apostles,  let  us  say  so ;  but  it  will  do 
no  good,  under  a  paroxysm  of  benevolence,  to  attempt  to  tear  the 
Bible  to  pieces,  or  to  exhort,  by  violent  exegesis,  a  meaning  for- 
eign to  its  obvious  sense.    Whatever  inferences  may  be  feirly 
deducible  from  the  fact,  the  &ct  itself  can  not  be  denied  that 
Christ  and  his  inspired  followers  did  treat  the  subject  of  slavery 
in  the  manner  stated  above.    This  being  the  case,  we  ought  care- 
fiilly  to  consider  their  conduct  in  this  respect,  and  i^iquire  what 
lessons  that  conduct  should  teach  us. 

We  think  no  one  will  deny  that  the  plan  adopted  by  the 
Saviour  and  his  immediate  followers  must  be  the  correct  plan, 
and  therefore  obligatory  upon  us,  unless  it  can  be  shown  that 
their  circumstances  were  so  different  from  ours,  as  to  make  the 
rule  of  duty  different  in  the  two  cases.  The  obligation  to  poiot 
out  and  establish  this  difference,  rests  of  course  upon  those  who 
have  adopted  a  course  diametrically  the  reverse  of  that  which 
Christ  pursued.    They  have  not  acquitted  themselves  of  this 
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obligation.  They  do  not  seem  to  have  felt  it  necessary  to  recon- 
cile their  conduct  with  his ;  nor  does  it  appear  to  have  occuri'ed 
to  them,  that  their  violent  denunciations  of  slaveholding  and  of 
slaveholders  is  an  indirect  reflection  on  his  wisdom,  virtue,  or 
courage.  If  the  present  course  of  the  abolitionists  is  right,  then 
the  course  of  Christ  and  the  apostles  were  wrong.  For  the  circum- 
stances of  the  two  cases  are,  as  far  as  we  can  see,  in  all  essential 
particulars,  the  same.  They  appeared,  as  teachers  of  morality 
and  religion,  not  as  politicians.  The  same  is  the  fact  with  our 
abolitionists.  They  found  slaveiy  authorized  by  the  laws  of  the 
land.  So  do  we.  They  were  called  upon  to  receive  into  the  com- 
munion of  the  Christian  Church,  both  slave  owners  and  slaves. 
So  are  we.  They  instructed  these  different  classes  of  persons  as 
to  their  respective  duties.  So  do  we.  Where  then  is  the  differ- 
ence between  the  two  cases  ?  If  we  are  right  in  insisting  that 
slaveholding  is  one  of  the  greatest  of  all  sins ;  ^bat  it  should  bo 
immediately  and  universally  abandoned  as  a  condition  of  church 
communion,  or  admission  into  heaven,  how  comes  it  that  Christ 
and  his  apostles  did  not  pursue  the  same  course?  We  see  no 
way  of  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  the  conduct  of  the  modern 
abolitionists,  being  directly  opposed  to  that  of  the  authors  of  our 
religion,  must  be  wrong  and  ought  to  be  modified  or  abandoned. 
An  equally  obvious  deduction  from  the  fact  above  referred  to, 
is,  that  slaveholding  is  not  necessarily  sinfril.  The  assumption 
of  the  contrary  is  the  great  reason  why  the  modern  abolitionists 
have  adopted  their  peculiar  com^se.  They  argue  thus :  slavehold- 
ing is  under  all  circumstances  sinful,  it  must,  therefore,  under  all 
circumstances,  and  at  all  hazards,  be  immediately  abandoned. 
This  reasoning  is  perfectly  conclusive.  If  there  is  error  any 
where,  it  is  in  the  premises,  and  not  in  the  deduction.  It  requires 
no  argument  to  show  that  sin  ought  to  be  at  once  abandoned. 
Every  thing,  therefore,  is  conceded  which  the  abolitionists  need 
require,  when  it  is  granted  that  slaveholding  is  in  itself  a  crime. 
But  how  can  this  assumption  be  reconciled  with  the  conduct 
of  Christ  and  the  apostles?  Did  they  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
enormities  of  a  great  offence  against  God  and  man  ?  Did  they 
temporize  with  a  henious  evil,  because  it  was  common  and 
popular?  Did  they  abstain  from  even  exhorting  masters  to 
emancipate  their  slaves,  though  an  imperative  duty,  from  fear  of 
consequences  ?    Did  they  admit  the  perpetrators  of  the  greatest 
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crimes  to  tho  Christian  communion?  Who  will  undertake  to 
charge  the  blessed  Redeemer  and  his  inspired  followers  with  snch 
connivance  at  sin,  and  such  fellowship  with  iniquity?  Were 
drunkards,  murderers,  liars,  and  adulterers  thus  treated  ?  Were 
they  passed  over  without  even  an  exhortation  to  forsake  their 
sins  ?  Were  they  recognized  as  Christians  ?  It  can  not  be  that 
slaveholding  belongs  to  the  same  category  with  these  crimes ;  and 
to  assert  the  contrary,  is  to  assert  that  Christ  is  the  minister 
of  sin. 

This  is  a  point  of  so  much  importance,  lying  as  it  does  at  the 
very  foundation  of  the  whole  subject,  that  it  deserves  to  be  atten- 
tively considered.  The  grand  mistake,  as  we  apprehend,  of  those 
who  maintain  that  slaveholding  is  itself  a  crime,  is,  that  they 
•  do  not  discriminate  between  slaveholding  in  itself  considered, 
and  its  accessories  at  any  particular  time  or  place.  Because 
masters  may  tr^at  their  slaves  unjustly,  or  governments  make 
oppressive  laws  in  relation  to  them,  is  no  more  a  valid  argument 
against  the  lawfulness  of  slaveholding,  than  the  abuse  of  parental 
authority,  or  the  unjust  political  laws  of  certain  states,  is  an  arga* 
ment  against  the  lawfulness  of  the  parental  relation,  or  of  civil 
government.  This  conlusion  of  points  so  vndely  distinct,  appears 
to  us  to  run  through  almost  all  the  popular  publications  on  slavery,  i 
and  to  vitiate  their  arguments.  Mr.  Jay,  for  example,  quotes  the  1 
second  article  of  the  constitution  of  the  American  Anti-Slaveiy 
Society,  which  declares  that  "  slaveholding  is  a  heinous  crime  in 
the  sight  of  God,"  and  then,  to  justify  this  declaration,  makes 
large  citations  from  the  laws  of  the  several  Southern  States,  to 
show  what  the  system  of  slavery  is  in  this  country,  and  concludes 
by  saying,  "  This  is  the  system  which  the  American  Anti-Slavery 
Society  declares  to  be  sinful,  and  ought  therefore  to  be  immedi- 
ately abolished."  There  is,  however,  no  necessary  connection 
between  his  premises  and  conclusion.  Wo  may  admit  all  those 
laws  which  forbid  the  instruction  of  slaves ;  which  interfere  with 
their  marital  or  parental  rights ;  which  subject  them  to  the  insults 
and  oppression  of  the  whites,  to  be  in  the  highest  degree  unjust, 
without  at  all  admitting  that  slaveholding  itself  is  a  crime. 
Slavery  may  exist  without  any  one  of  these  concomitants.  In 
pronouncing  on  the  moral  character  of  an  act,  it  is  obviously 
necessary  to  have  a  clear  idea  of  what  it  is ;  yet  how  few  of  those 
who  denounce  slavery,  have  any  well-defined  conception  of  its 
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natnre.  They  have  a  confiised  idea  of  chains  and  whips,  of 
degradation  and  misery,  of  ignorance  and  vice,  and  to  this  com- 
plex conception  they  apply  the  name  slavery,  and  denounce  it  as 
the  aggregate  of  all  moral  and  physical  evil.  Do  such  persons 
suppose  that  slavery,  as  it  existed  in  the  family  of  Abraham,  was 
such  as  their  imaginations  thus  picture  to  themselves  ?  Might  not 
that  patriarch  have  had  men  purchased  with  his  silver  who  were 
well  clothed,  well  instructed,  well  compensated  for  their  labor, 
and  in  all  respects  treated  with  parental  kindness  ?  Neither  in- 
adequate remuneration,  physical  discomfort,  intellectual  igno- 
rance, moral  degradation,  is  essential  to  the  condition  of  a  slavQ. 
Yet  if  all  these  ideas  are  removed  from  the  commonly  received 
notion  of  slavery,  how  little  will  remain.  All  the  ideas  which 
necessarily  enter  into  the  definition  of  slavery  are  deprivatioi) 
of  personal  liberty,  obligation  of  service  at  the  discretion  of 
another,  and  the  transferable  character  of  the  authority  and  claim 
of  service  of  the  master.*  The  manner  in  which  men  are  brought 
into  this  condition ;  its  continuance,  and  the  means  adopted  for 
securing  the  authority  and  claim  of  masters,  are  all  ii^sidental  and 
variable.  They  may  be  reasonable  or  unreasonable,  just  or  unjust, 
at  different  times  and  places.  The  question,  therefore,  which  the 
abolitionists  have  undertaken  to  decide,  is  not  whether  the  laws  en- 
acted in  the  slaveholding  States  in  relation  to  this  subject  are  just 
or  not,  but  whether  slaveholding,  in  itself  considered,  is  a  crime. 
The  confusion  of  these  two  points  has  not  only  brought  the  aboli- 
tionists into  conflict  with  the  Scriptures,  but  it  has,  as  a  necessary 
consequence,  prevented  their  gaining  the  confidence  of  the  North, 
or  power  over  the  conscience  of  the  South.  When  Southern  Chris- 
tians are  told  that  they  ar^  guilty  of  a  heinous  crime,  worse  than 
piracy,  robbery,  or  murder,  because  they  hold  slaves,  when  they 
know  that  Christ  and  his  apostles  never  denounced  slaveholding 
as  a  crime,  never  called  upon  men  to  rei^ounce  it  ^  a  condition 
of  admission  into  the  church,  they  are  shocked  and  offended, 
without  being  convinced.  They  are  sure  that  their  accusers  can 
not  be  wiser  or  better  than  their  divine  Master,  and  their  con- 
sciences are  untouched  by  denunciations  which  they  know,  if 


♦  Paley's  definition  is  still  more  simple,  "  I  define,"  he  says,  *'  slavery  to  be 
an  obligation  to  labor  for  the  benefit  of  the  master,  without  the  contract  or 
consent  of  the  servant."    Moral  Philosophy,  book  iii,  ch.  3. 
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well  fonndcd,  must  affect  not  them  only,  but  the  authors  of  the 
religion  of  the  Bible. 

The  argument  from  the  conduct  of  Ohrist  and  his  immediate 
followers,  seems  to  us  decisive  on  the  point,  that  slaveholding,  in 
itself  considered,  is  not  a  crime.  Let  us  see  how  this  argument 
has  been  answered.  In  the  able  '^Address  to  the  Presbyterians 
of  Kentucky,  proposing  a  plan  for  the  instruction  and  emancipa- 
tion of  their  slaves,  by  a  committee  of  the  Synod  of  Kentucky," 
there  is  a  strong  and  extended  argument  to  prove  the  sinfdlneee 
of  slavery,  as  it  exists  among  vs^  to  which  we  have  little  to  ob- 
ject. When,  however,  the  distinguished  draughter  of  that  ad- 
dress comes  to  answer  the  objection,  ^^  God's  word  sanctions 
slavery,  and  it  can  not,  therefore,  be  sinful,"  he  forgets  the  essen- 
tial limitation  of  the  proposition  which  he  had  undertaken  to 
establish,  and  proceeds  to  prove  that  the  Bible  condemns  slave- 
holding,  and  not  merely  the  kind  or  system  of  slavery  which  pre- 
vails in  this  country.  The  argument  drawn  from  the  Scriptura^ 
he  says,  needs  no  elaborate  reply.  K  the  Bible  sanctions  slavery,  l 
it  sanctions  •the  kind  of  slavery  which  then  prevailed ;  the  atro- 
cious system  which  authorized  masters  to  starve  their  slaves,  to 
torture  them,  to  beat  them,  to  put  them  to  death,  and  to  throw 
them  into  their  fish  ponds.  And  he  justly  asks,  whether  a  man 
could  insult  the  Ood  of  heaven  worse  than  by  saying  he  does  not^ 
disapprove  of  such  a  system  ?  Dr.  Ghanning  presents  strongly 
the  same  view,  and  says,  that  an  infidel  would  be  laboring  in  his 
vocation  in  asserting  that  the  Bible  does  not  condemn  slavery. 
These  gentlemen,  however,  ar^  far  too  clear-sighted  not  to  dis- 
cover, on  a  moment's  reflection,  that  they  have  allowed  their  be- 
nevolent feelings  to  blind  them  to  the  real  point  at  issue.  No  one 
denies  that  the  Bible  condemns  all  injustice,  cruelty,  oppression, 
and  violence.  And  just  so  far  as  the  laws  then  existing  author- 
ized these  crimes,  the  Bible  condemned  them.  But  what  strongs 
argument  can  be  presented,  to  prove  that  the  sacred  writers  did 
not  regard  slaveholding  as  in  itself  sinful,  than  that  while  they 
condemn  all  unjust  or  unkind  treatment  (even  threatening),  on  the 
part  of  masters  towards  their  slaves,  they  did  not  condemn  slav- 
ery itself?  While  they  required  the  master  to  treat  his  slave  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  love,  they  did  not  command  him  to  set  him 
free.  The  very  atrocity,  therefore,  of  the  system  which  then 
prevailed,  instead  of  weakening  the  argument,  gives  it  tenfold 
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strength.  Then,  if  ever,  when  the  institution  was  so  fearfully 
abased,  we  might  expect  to  hear  the  interpreters  of  the  divine 
will,  saying  \hat  a  system  which  leads  to  such  results  is  the  con- 
centrated essence  of  all  crimes,  and  must  be  instantly  abandoned, 
on  pain  of  eternal  condemnation.  This,  however,  they  did  not 
say,  and  we  can  not  now  force  them  to  say  it.  They  treated  the 
snbjeot  precisely  as  they  did  the  cruel  despotism  of  the  Roman 
emperors.  The  licentiousness,  the  injustice,  the  rapine  and  mur- 
ders of  those  wicked  men,  they  condemned  with  the  full  force  of 
divine  authority ;  but  the  mere  extent  of  their  power,  though  so 
liable  to  abuse,  they  left  unnoticed. 

Another  answer  to  the  argument  in  question  is,  that  ^^The 
New  Testament  does  condemn  slaveholding,  as  practiced  among 
MS,  in  the  most  explicit  terms  furnished  by  the  language  in 
which  the  sacred  penman  wrote.''  This  assertion  is  supported  by 
Baying  that  God  has  condemned  slavery,  because  he  has  specified 
the  parts  which  compose  it  and  condemned  them,  one  by  one,  in 
the  most  ample  and  unequivocal  form.*  It  is  to  be  remarked 
that  the  saving  clause  '^  slaveholding  a8  it  exists  among  t^«,"  is 
introduced  into  the  statement,  though  it  seems  to  be  lost  sight  of 
in  the  illustration  and  confirmation  of  it  which  follow.  We 
readily  admit,  that  if  God  does  condemn  all  the  parts  of  which 
slavery  consists,  he  condemns  slavery  itself.  But  the  draughter  of 
the  address  has  made  no  attempt  to  prove  that  this  is  actually 
done  in  the  sacred  Scriptures.  That  many  of  the  attributes  of  the 
system  as  established  by  law  in  this  country,  are  condemned,  is 
indeecl  very  plain  ;  but  that  slaveholding  in  itself  is  condemned, 
bas  not  been  and  can  not  be  proved.  The  writer,  indeed,  says, 
•'  The  Greek  language  had  a  word  corresponding  exactly;  in  sig- 
nification, with  our  word  servant,  but  it  had  none  which  answered 
precisely  to  our  term  slave.  How  then  was  an  apostle  writing  in 
Greek,  to  condemn  our  slavery  ?  How  can  we  expect  to  find  in 
Scripture,  the  words  ^  slavery  is  sinful,'  when  the  language  in 
which  it  is  written  contained  no  term  which  expressed  the  mean- 
ing of  our  word  slavery?"  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  the 
Greek  language  could  not  express  the  idea  that  slaveholding  is 
fiinful  ?  Could  not  the  apostles  have  communicated  the  thought 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  masters  to  set  their  slaves  fixM)  ?    Were 

*  Address,  etc.,  p.  20. 
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they  obliged  from  paucity  of  words  to  admit  slaveholders  into  the 
Church?  Wo  have  no  doubt  the  writer  himself  could,  with  all 
ease,  pen  a  declaration  in  the  Greek  language  void  of  all  ambi- 
guity, proclaiming  freedom  to  every  slave  upon  earth,  and  de- 
nouncing the  vengeance  of  heaven  upon  every  man  who  dared  to 
hold  a  fellow  creature  in  bondage.  It  is  not  words  we  care  tor. 
Wo  want  evidence  that  the  sacred  writers  taught  that  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  every  slaveholder,  as  a  matter  of  duty,  to  emancipate 
liis  slaves  (which  no  Roman  or  Greek  law  forbade),  and  that  his 
refusing  to  do  so  was  a  heinous  crime  in  the  sight  of  God.  The 
Greek  language  must  be  poor  indeed  if  it  can  not  convey  such  ideas. 
Another  answer  is  given  by  Dr.  Channing.  "  Slavery,"  he 
says,  ^^  in  the  ago  of  the  apostle,  had  so  penetrated  society,  was 
so  intimately  interwoven  with  it,  and  the  materials  of  servile  war 
were  so  abundant,  that  a  religion,  preaching  freedom  to  its  vic- 
tims, would  have  armed  against  itself  the  whole  power  of  the 
State.  Of  consequence  Paul  did  not  assail  it.  He  satisfied  him- 
self with  spreading  principles,  which,  however  slowly,  could  not 
but  work  its  destruction."  To  the  same  effect,  Dr.  Wayland 
says,  ^^  The  gospel  was  designed,  not  for  one  race  or  one  time,  bat 
for  all  men  and  for  all  times.  It  looked  not  at  the  abolition  of 
this  form  of  evil  for  that  age  alone,  but  for  its  universal  abolition. 
Hence  the  important  object  of  its  author  was  to  gain  it  a  lodg- 
ment in  every  part  of  the  known  world ;  so  that,  by  its  universal 
diffusion  among  all  classes  of  society,  it  might  quietly  and  peace- 
fully modify  and  subdue  the  evil  passions  of  men  ;  and  thus, 
without  violence,  work  a  revolution  in  the  whole  mass  of  man- 
kind. In  this  manner  alone  could  its  object,  a  universal  moral 
revolution,  be  accomplished.  For  if  it  had  forbidden  the  evil 
without  subduing  the  principle^  if  it  had  proclaimed  the  un- 
lawfulness of  slavery,  and  taught  slaves  to  resist  the  oppression 
of  their  masters,  it  would  instantly  have  arrayed  the  two  parties 
in  deadly  hostility  throughout  the  civilized  world  ;  its  announce- 
ment would  have  been  the  signal  of  a  servile  war  ;  and  the  very 
name  of  the  Christian  religion  would  have  been  forgotten  amidst 
the  agitations  of  universal  bloodshed.  The  fact,  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  gospel  does  not  forbid  slavery,  affords  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  it  does  not  mean  to  prohibit  it,  much  less  does  it 
afford  ground  for  belief  that  Jesus  Christ  intended  to  authorize  it."* 

*  Elementa  of  Moral  Science,  p.  225. 
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Before  considering  the  force  of  this  reasoning,  it  mav  l>o  well  to 
notice  one  or  two  important  admissions  contain<>J  in  these  extracts. 
First,  then,  it  is  admitted  by  these  distinguished  moralists,  that 
the  apostles  did  not  preach  a  religion  proclaiming  freeih>m  to 
slaves ;  that  Paul  did  not  assail  slavery  ;  that  the  gos(>el  did  not 
proclaim  the  unlawfulness  of  slaveholding ;  it  did  not  forbid  it. 
This  is  going  the  whole  length  that  we  have  gone  in  our  state- 
ment of  the  conduct  of  Christ  and  his  apostles,  Secondly,  those 
writers  admit  that  the  course  adopted  by  tl\e  authors  of  our  re- 
ligion  was  the  only  wise  and  proper  one.  Paul  satisfieii  himself, 
says  Dr.  Channing,  with  spreading  principles,  which,  however 
slowly,  could  not  but  work  its  destruction.  Dr.  Wayland  says, 
that  if  the  apostles  had  pursued  the  opposite  plan  of  denouncing 
slavery  as  a  crime,  the  Christian  religion  would  have  been  ruinei.1 ; 
its  very  name  would  have  been  forgotten.  Then  how  can  the 
course  of  the  modern  abolitionists,  under  circumstances  so  nearly 
similar,  or  even  that  of  these  reverend  gentlemen  themselves  bo 
right?  Why  do  not  they  content  themselves  with  doing  what 
Christ  and  his  apostles  did  ?  Why  must  they  proclaim  the  un- 
law&lness  of  slavery  ?  Is  human  nature  so  much  altereil,  that  a 
course,  which  would  have  produced  universal  blooilshed,  and  lod 
to  the  very  destruction  of  the  Christian  religion,  in  one  age, 
wise  and  Christian  in  another? 

Let  us,  however,  consider  the  force  of  the  argument  as  stated 
above.  It  amounts  to  this :  Christ  and  his  apostles  thought  slave- 
holding  a  great  crime,  but  they  abstained  from  saying  so,  for  fear 
of  the  consequences.  The  very  statement  of  the  argument,  in 
its  naked  form,  is  its  refutation.  These  holy  men  did  not  refrain 
from  condemning  sin  from  a  regard  to  consequences.  They  diil 
not  hesitate  to  array  against  the  religion  whfch  they  taught,  the 
strongest  passions  of  men.  Nor  did  they  content  themselves 
with  denouncing  the  general  principles  of  evil ;  they  condeninod 
its  special  manifestations.  They  did  not  simply  forbid  intemper- 
ate sensual  indulgence,  and  leave  it  to  their  hearers  to  tlecido 
what  did  or  what  did  not  come  under  that  name.  They  declared 
that  no  fornicator,  no  adulterer,  no  drunkard  could  bo  admitted 
into  the  kingdom  of  heaven.  They  did  not  hesitate,  even  when  a 
little  band,  a  hundred  and  twenty  souls,  to  place  themselves  in 
direct  and  irreconcilable  opposition  to  the  whole  polity,  civil  and 
religious,  of  the  Jewish  State.     It  will  hardly  be  maintained  that 
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slavery  was,  at  that  time,  more  intimately  interwoven  with  the 
institntions  of  society  than  idolatry  was.  It  entered  into  the  ar- 
rangements of  every  family ;  of  every  city  and  province,  and  of 
the  whole  Roman  empire.  The  emperor  was  the  Pontifex  Maxi- 
mns  ;  every  department  of  the  State,  civil  and  militarj,  was  p^- 
vaded  by  it.  It  was  so  united  with  the  fabric  of  the  government 
that  it  could  not  be  removed  without  effecting  a  revolution  in  all 
its  parts.  The  apostles  knew  this.  They  knew  that  to  denounce 
polytheism,  was  to  array  against  them  the  whole  power  of  the 
State.  Their  divine  Master  had  distinctly  apprized  them  of  the 
result.  He  told  them  that  it  would  set  the  father  against  the  son, 
and  the  son  against  the  father ;  the  mother  against  the  daughter, 
and  the  daughter  against  the  mother ;  and  that  a  man's  enemies 
should  be  those  of  his  own  household.  He  said  that  he  came  not 
to  bring  peace,  but  a  sword,  and  that  such  would  be  the  opposi- 
tion to  his  followers,  that  whosoever  killed  them,  would  think  he 
did  God  service.  Yet  in  view  of  these  certain  consequences,  the 
apostles  did  denounce  idolatry,  not  merely  in  principle,  but  by 
name.  The  result  was  precisely  what  Christ  had  foretold.  The 
Romans,  tolerant  of  every  other  religion,  bent  the  whole  tbrce  of 
their  wisdom  and  arms  to  extirpate  Christianity.  The  scenes  of 
bloodshed,  which  century  after  century  followed  the  introduction 
of  the  gospel,  did  not  induce  the  followers  of  Christ  to  keep  back 
or  modify  the  truth.  They  adhered  to  their  declaration,  that  idol- 
atry was  a  heinous  crime.  And  they  were  right.  We  expect 
similar  conduct  of  our  missionaries.  We  do  not  expect  them  to 
refrain  from  denouncing  the  institutions  of  the  heathen,  as  sinful, 
because  they  are  popular,  or  intimately  interwoven  with  society. 
The  Jesuits,  who  adopted'  this  plan,  forfeited  the  confidence  of 
Christendom,  without  making  converts  of  the  heathen.  It  is, 
therefore,  perfectly  evident  that  the  authors  of  our  religion  were 
not  withheld  by  these  considerations,  from  declaring  slavery  to  be 
unlawful.  If  they  did  abstain  from  this  declaration,  as  is  admit- 
ted, it  must  have  been  because  they  did  not  consider  it  as  in  itself 
a  crime.  No  other  solution  of  their  conduct  is  consistent  with 
their  truth  or  fidelity. 

Another  answer  to  the  argument  fi-om  Scripture  is  given  by  Dr. 
Channing  and  others.  It  is  said  that  it  proves  too  much ;  that 
it  makes  the  Bible  sanction  despotism,  even  the  despotism  of 
Nero.    Our  reply  to  this  objection  shall  be  very  brief.     We  have 
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already  pointed  out  the  fallacy  of  confounding  slaveholding  itself 
with  the  particular  system  of  slavery  prevalent  at  the  time  of 
Christ,  aind  shown  that  the  recognition  of  slaveholders  as  Chris- 
tians, though  irreconcilable  with  the  assumption  that  slavery  is  a 
heinous  crime,  gives  no  manner  of  sanction  to  the  atrocious  laws 
and  customs  of  that  age,  in  relation  to  that  subject.  Because  the 
apostles  admitted  the  masters  of  slaves  to  the  communion  of  the 
church,  it  would  be  a  strange  inference  that  they  would  have 
given  this  testimony  to  the  Christian  character  of  the  master  who 
oppressed,  starved,  or  murdered  tis  slaves.  Such  a  master  would 
have  been  rejected  as  an  oppressor,  or  murderer,  however,  not  as 
a  slaveholder.  In  like  manner,  the  declaration  that  government 
is  an  ordinance  of  God,  that  magistrates  are  to  be  obeyed  within 
the  sphere  of  their  lawful  authority;  that  i*esistauce  to  them, 
when  in  the  exercise  of  that  authority,  is  sinful,*  gives  no  sanc- 
tion to  the  oppression  of  the  Roman  emperors,  or  to  the  petty 
vexations  of  provincial  oflBcers.  The  argument  urged  from  Scrip- 
tjuvG  in  favor  of  passive  submission,  is  not  so  exactly  parallel  with 
the  argument  for  slavery,  as  Dr.  Channing  supposes.  They  agree 
in  some  points,  but  they  differ  in  others.  The  former  is  founded 
upon  a  false  interpretation  of  Rom.  xiii:  1-3;  it  supposes  that 
passage  to  mean  what  it  does  not  mean,  whereas  the  latter  is 
founded  upon  the  sense  which  Dr.  C.  and  other  opponents  of 
slavery,  admit  to  be  the  true  sense.  This  must  be  allowed  to 
alter  the  case  materially.  Again,  the  argument  for  the  lawful- 
ness of  slaveholding,  is  not  founded  on  the  mere  injunction, 
"Slaves,  obey  your  masters,"  analagous  to  the  command,  "  Let 
every  soul  be  subject  to  the  higher  powers,"  but  on  the  fact  that 
the  apostles  did  not  condemn  slavery ;  that  they  did  not  require 
emancipation,  and  that  they  recognized  slaveholders  as  Christian 
brethren.     To  make  Dr.  Channing's  argument  of  any  force,  it 


*  It  need  hardly  be  remarked,  that  the  command  to  obey  magistrates,  as  giv- 
en in  Rom.  xiii :  1-3,  is  subject  to  the  limitation  stated  above.  They  are  to  be 
obeyed  as  magistrates ;  precisely  as  parents  are  to  be  obeyed  as  parents,  hus- 
bands as  husbands.  The  command  of  obedience  is  expressed  as  generally,  in 
the  last  two  cases,  as  in  the  first.  A  magistrate  beyond  the  limits  of  his  lawful 
authority  (whatever  that  may  be),  has,  in  virtue  of  this  text,  no  more  claim  to 
obedience,  than  a  parent  who,  on  the  strength  of  the  passage  "  Children,  obey 
your  parents  in  all  things,"  should  command  his  son  to  obey  him  as  a  monarch 
or  a  pope. 
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must  be  shown  that  Paul  not  only  enjoined  obedience  to  a  des- 
potic monarch,  but  that  he  recognized  Nero  as  a  Christian.  When 
this  is  done,  then  we  shall  admit  that  our  argument  is  fairly  met, 
and  that  it  is  just  as  true  that  he  sanctioned  the  conduct  of  Xero, 
as  that  he  acknowledged  the  lawfulness  of  slavery. 

The  two  cases,  however,  are  analogous  as  to  one  important 
point.  The  fact  that  Paul  enjoins  obedience  under  a  despotic 
government,  is  a  valid  argument  to  prove,  not  that  he  sanctioned 
the  conduct  of  the  reigning  Roman  emperor,  but  that  he  did  not 
consider  the  possession  of  despotic  power  a  crime.  The  argument 
of  Dr.  C.  would  be  far  stronger,  and  the  two  cases  more  exactly 
parallel,  had  one  of  the  emperors  become  a  penitent  believer  dur- 
ing the  apostolic  age,  and  been  admitted  to  the  Christian  church 
by  inspired  men,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  retained  his 
office  and  authority.  But  even  without  this  latter  decisive  cir- 
cumstance, we  acknowledge  that  the  mere  holding  of  despotic 
power  is  proved  not  to  be  a  crime  by  the  fact  that  the  apostles 
enjoined  obedience  to  those  who  exercised  it.  Thus  far  the  ail- 
ments are  analogous ;  and  they  prove  that  both  political  despotism 
and  domestic  slavery,  belong  in  morals  to  the  adiaphoray  to  things 
indifferent.  They  may  be  expedient  or  inexpedient,  right  or 
wrong,  according  to  circumstances.  Belonging  to  the  same  class, 
they  should  be  treated  in  the  same  way.  Neither  is  to  be  de- 
nounced as  necessarily  sinful,  and  to  be  abolished  immediately 
under  all  circumstances  and  at  all  hazards.  Both  should  be  left 
to  the  operation  of  those  general  principles  of  the  gospel,  which 
have  peacefully  ameliorated  political  institutions,  and  destroyed 
domestic  slavery  throughout  the  greater  part  of  Christendom. 

The  truth  on  this  subject  is  so  obvious  that  it  sometimes 
escapes  unconsciously  from  the  lips  of  the  most  strenuous  aboli- 
tionists. Mr.  Birney  says:  "He  would  have  retained  the  power 
and  authority  of  an  emperor ;  yet  his  oppressions,  his  cruelties 
would  have  ceased ;  the  very  temper  that  prompted  them,  would 
have  been  suppressed ;  his  power  would  have  been  put  forth  for 
good  and  not  for  evil."*  Here  every  thing  is  conceded.  The 
possession  of  despotic  power  is  thus  admitted  not  to  be  a  crime, 
even  when  it  extends  over  millions  of  men,  and  subjects  their 
lives  as  well  as  their  property  and  services  to  the  will  of  an  indi- 


*  Quoted  by  Pres.  Young,  p.  45,  of  the  Address,  etc. 
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viduaL  What  becomes  then  of  the  argnments  and  dennnciatious 
of  slaveholding,  which  is  despotism  on  a  small  scale?  Would 
Mr.*Birney  continue  in  the  deliberate  practice  of  a  crime  worse 
than  robbery,  piracy,  or  murder?  When  he  penned  the  above 
sentiment,  he  must  have  seen  that  neither  by  the  law  of  God  nor 
of  reason  is  it  necessarily  sinful  to  sustain  the  relation  of  master 
over  our  fellow  creatures ;  that  if  this  unlimited  authority  be  used 
for  the  good  of  those  over  whom  it  extends  and  for  the  glory  of 
God,  its  possessor  may  be  one  of  the  best  and  most  useful  of 
men.  It  is  the  abuse  of  this  power  for  base  and  selfish  purposes 
which  constitutes  criminality,  and  not  its  simple  possession.  He 
may  say  that  the  tendency  to  abuse  absolute  power  is  so  great 
that  it  ought  never  to  be  confided  to  the  hands  of  men.  This,  as 
a  general  rule,  is  no  doubt  true,  and  establishes  the  inexpediency 
of  all  despotic  governments,  whether  for  the  state  or  the  family. 
But  it  leaves  the  morality  of  the  question  just  where  it  was,  and 
where  it  was  seen  to  be,  when  Mr.  Birney  said  he  could  with  a 
good  conscience  be  a  Iloman  emperor,  ^.  e.  the  master  of  millions 
of  slaves. 

The  consideration  of  the  Old  Testament  economy  leads  us  to 
the  same  conclusion  on  this  subject.  It  is  not  denied  that  slavery 
was  tolerated  among  the  ancient  people  of  God.  Abraham  had 
servants  in  his  family  who  were  "bought  with  his  money,"  Gen. 
xvii :  13.  "  Abimeleck  took  sheep  and  oxen  and  men  servants  and 
maid  servants  and  gave  them  unto  Abraham."  Moses,  finding 
this  institution  among  the  Hebrews  and  all  surrounding  nations, 
did  not  abolish  it.  He  enacted  laws  directing  how  slaves  were  to 
be  treated,  on  what  conditions  they  were  to  be  liberated,  under 
what  circumstances  they  might  and  might  not  be  sold  ;  he  recog- 
nizes the  distinction  between  slaves  and  hired  servants,  (Deut.  xv: 
18);  he  speaks  of  the  way  by  which  these  bondmen  might  be 
procured ;  as  by  war,  by  purchase,  by  the  right  of  creditorship, 
by  the  sentence  of  a  judge,  by  birth ;  but  not  by  seizing  on  those 
who  were  free,  an  oflense  punished  by  death.*  The  fact  that  the 
Mosaic  institutions  recognized  the  lawfulness  of  slavery  is  a  point 

•  On  the  manner  in  which  slaves  were  acquired,  compare  Deut  xx  :  14.  xxi : 
10,  11.  Ex.  xxii :  3.  Neh.  v  :  4,  5.  Gen.  xiv  :  14.  xv  :  3.  xvii :  22l.  Num. 
xxxi ;  18,  35.     Deut  xxv  :  44,  46. 

As  to  the  manner  in  which  they  were  to  bo  treated,  see  Lev.  xxv  :  39 — 53. 
Ex.  XX  :  10.  xxii :  2 — 8.    Deut  xxv  :  4 — 6,  etc.  etc. 
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too  plain  to  need  proof,  and  is  almost  nniversally  admitted.  Our 
argument  from  this  acknowledged  fact  is,  that  if  God  allowed 
slavery  to  exist,  if  he  directed  how  slaves  might  be  lawfully 
acquired,  and  how  they  were  to  be  treated,  it  is  in  Tain  to  contcod 
that  slavcholding  is  a  sin,  and  yet  profess  reverence  for  the  Scrip- 
tures. Every  one  must  feel  that  if  perjury,  murder,  or  idolatiy 
had  been  thus  authorized,  it  would  bring  the  Mosaic  institutions 
into  conflict  with  the  eternal  principles  of  morals,  and  that  our 
faith  in  the  divine  origin  of  one  or  the  other  must  be  given  up. 
''Dr.  Channing  says,  of  this  argument  also,  that  it  proves  too 
much.  ^'  If  usages,  sanctioned  under  the  Old  Testament  and  not 
forbidden  under  the  New,  arc  right,  then  our  moral  code  will 
undergo  a  sad  deterioration.  Polygamy  was  allowed  to  the 
Israelites,  was  the  practice  of  the  holiest  men,  and  was  common 
and  licensed  in  the  age  of  the  apostles.  But  the  apostles  do 
where  condemn  it,  nor  was  the  renunciation  of  it  made  an  essen- 
tial condition  of  admission  into  the  Christian  Church.''  To  this 
we  answer,  that  so  far  as  polygamy  and  divorce  were  permitted 
under  the  old  dispensation,  they  were  lawful,  and  became  so  by 
that  permission ;  and  they  ceased  to  be  lawful  when  the  permis- 
sion was  withdrawn,  and  a  new  law  given.  That  Christ  did  give 
a  new  law  on  this  subject  is  abundantly  evident.*  With  regard 
to  divorce,  it  is  as  explicit  as  language  can  make  it ;  and  with 
regard  to  polygamy  it  is  so  plain  as  to  have  secured  the  assent  of 
every  portion  of  the  Christian  churches  in  all  ages.  The  very 
fact  that  there  has  been  no  divei*sity  of  opinion  or  practice  among 
Christians  with  regard  to  polygamy,  is  itself  decisive  evidence 
that  the  will  of  Christ  was  clearly  revealed  on  the  subject.  The 
temptation  to  continue  the  practice  was  as  strong,  both  from  the 
passions  of  men,  and  the  sanction  of  prior  ages,  as  in  r^ard  to 
slavery.     Yet  we  find  no  traces  of  the  toleration  of  polygamy  in 

*  "  The  word  of  Chrifit,  (Matt,  xix  ;  9),  may  be  constraed  by  an  easy  impli- 
cation to  prohibit  polygamy :  for  if  *  whoever  putteth  away  his  wife,  and  marri' 
efh  another  committoth  adultery'  he  who  marrieth  another  without  putting 
away  the  first,  is  no  less  guilty  of  adultery  :  because  the  adultery  does  not  con- 
sist in  the  repudiation  of  the  first  wife,  (for,  however  unjust  and  cruel  that  may 
be,  it  is  not  adultery),  but  in  entering  into  a  second  marriage  during  the  legal 
existence  and  obligation  of  the  first.  The  several  passages  in  St.  PauPs  writ- 
ings, which  speak  of  marriage,  always  suppose  it  to  signify  the  union  of  one 
man  with  one  woman." — Paley's  Moral  Phil.,  book  iii,  chap.  6. 
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the  Christian  church,  though  slavery  loug  continued  to  prevail. 
There  is  no  evidence  that  the  apostles  admitted  to  the  fellowship 
of  Christians,  those  who  were  guilty  of  this  infraction  of  the  law 
of  mannage.  It  is  indeed  possible  that  in  cases  where  the  con- 
verts had  already  more  than  one  wife,  the  connection  was  not 
broken  off.  It  is  evident  this  must  have  occasioned  great  evil. 
It  would  lead  to  the  breaking  np  of  families,  the  separation  of 
parents  ^nd  children,  as  well  as  husbands  and  wives.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  connection  may  have  been  allowed  to  con- 
tinue. It  is  however  very  doubtful  whether  even  this  was  per- 
mitted. It  is  remarkable  that  among  the  numerous  oases  of  con- 
science connected  with  marriage,  submitted  to  the  apostles,  this 
never  occurs. 

Dr.  Channing  uses  language  much  too  strong  when  lie  says  that 
polygamy  was  common  and  licensed  in  the  days  of  the  apostles. 
It  was  contrary  both  to  Koman  and  Grecian  laws  and  usages 
until  the  most  degenerate  periods  of  the  history  of  those  nations. 
It  was  very  far  from  being  customary  among  the  Jews,  though  it 
might  have  been  allowed.  It  is  probable  that  it  was,  tlicrei'ore, 
comparatively  extremely  rare  in  the  apostolic  age.  This  accounts 
for  the  fact  that  scarcely  any  notice  is  taken  of,  the  practice  in  the 
New  Testament.  Wherever  marriage  is  spoken  of,  it  seems  to  be 
taken  for  granted,  as  a  well  understood  fact,  that  it  was  a  contract 
for  life  between  one  man  and  one  woman  ;  compare  Rom.  vii :  2, 
3.  1  Cor.  vii :  1, 3,  39.  It  is  fiirther  to  be  remarked  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  marriage  is  a  positive  institution.  If  God  had  ordained 
that  every  man  should  liave  two  or  more  wives,  instep  of  one, 
polygamy  would  have  been  lawful.  But  slaveholding  is  de- 
nounced as  a  malum  in  se,  as  essentially  unjust  and  wicked. 
This  being  the  case,  it  could  at  no  period  of  the  world  receive  the 
divine  sanction,  much  less  could  it  have  continued  in  the  Chris- 
tian  church  under  the  direction  of  inspired  men,  when  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  its  immediate  abolition.  The  answer  then  of 
Dr.  Channing  is  unsatisfactory,  first,  because  polygamy  does  not 
belong  to  the  same  category  in  morals  as  that  to  which  slavehold- 
ing is  aflSrmed  to  belong ;  and  secondly,  because  it  was  so  plainly 
prohibited  by  Christ  and  his  apostles  as  to  secure  the  assent  of 
all  Christians  in  all  ages  of  the  church. 

It  is,  however,  argued  that  slavery  must  be  sinful  because  it 
interferes  with  the  inalienable  rights  of  men.     We  have  already 
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remarked,  that  slavery,  in  itself  considered,  is  a  state  of  bondage, 
and  nothing  more.  It  is  the  condition  of  an  individnal  who  is 
deprived  of  his  personal  liberty,  and  is  obliged  to  labor  for 
another,  who  has  the  right  to  transfer  this  claim  of  service,  at 
pleasure.  That  this  condition  involves  the  loss  of  many  of  the 
rights  which  are  commonly  and  properly  called  natural,  because 
belonging  to  men,  as  men,  is  readily  admitted.  It  is,  however,  in- 
cumbent on  those  who  maintain  that  slavery  is,  on  this  account, 
necessarily  sinful,  to  show  that  it  is  criminal,  under  all  circum- 
stances, to  deprive  any  set  of  men  of  a  portion  of  their  natural 
rights.  That  this  broad  proposition  can  not  be  maintained  is  evi- 
dent. The  very  constitution  of  society  supposes  the  forfeiture  of 
a  greater  or  less  amount  of  these  rights,  according  to  its  peculiar 
organization.  That  it  is  not  only  the  privilege,  but  the  duty  of 
men  to  live  together  in  a  regularly  organized  society,  is  evident 
from  the  nature  which  God  has  given  us ;  from  the  impossibiUty 
of  every  man  living  by  and  for  himself,  and  from  the  express 
declarations  of  the  word  of  God.  The  object  of  the  formation  of 
society  is  the  promotion  of  human  virtue  and  happiness;  and 
the  form  in  which  it  should  be  organized,  is  that  which  will 
best  secure  the  attainment  of  this  object.  As,  however,  the 
condition  of  men  is  so  very  various,  it  is  impossible  that  the 
same  form  should  be  equally  conducive  to  happiness  and  virtue 
under  all  circumstances.  No  one  form,  therefore,  is  prescribed 
in  the  Bible,  or  is  universally  obligatory.  The  question  which 
form  is,  under  given  circumstances,  to  be  adopted,  is  one  of 
great  practical  diflSculty,  and  must  be  left  to  the  decision  of  those 
who  have  the  power  to  decide,  on  their  own  responsibility.  The 
question,  however,  does  not  depend  upon  the  degree  in  which 
these  several  forms  may  encroach  upon  the  natural  rights  of  men. 
In  the  patriarchal  age,  the  most  natural,  the  most  feasible,  and 
perhaps  the  most  beneficial  form  of  government  was  by  the  head 
of  the  family.  His  power  by  the  law  of  nature,  and  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case,  extended  without  any  other  limit  than  the  gen- 
eral principles  of  morals,  over  his  children,  and  in  the  absence 
of  other  regular  authoiity,  would  not  terminate  when  the  children 
arrived  at  a  particular  age,  but  bo  continued  during  life.  He 
was  the  natural  umpire  between  his  adult  offspring,  he  was  their 
lawgiver  and  leader.  His  authority  would  naturally  extend  over 
his  more  remote  descendants,  as  they  continued  to  increase,  and 
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on  his  death,  might  devolve  on  the  next  oldest  of  the  family. 
There  is  surely  nothing  in  this  mode  of  constituting  society 
which  is  necessarily  immoral.  If  found  to  be  conducive  to  the 
general  good,  it  might  be  indefinitely  continued.  It  would  not 
suffice  to  render  its  abrogation  obligatory,  to  say  that  all  men 
are  born  free  and  equal ;  that  the  youth  of  twenty-one  had  as 
good  a  right  to  have  a  voice  in  the  affairs  of  the  family  as  the 
aged  patriarch  ;  that  the  right  of  self-government  is  indefeasible, 
etc.  Unless  it  could  be  shown  that  the  great  end  of  society  was 
not  attainable  by  this  mode  of  organization,  and  that  it  would  be 
more  securely  promoted  by  some  other,  it  would  be  an  immorality 
to  require  or  to  effect  the  change.  And  if  a  change.became,  in  the 
course  of  time,  obviously  desirable,  its  nature  and  extent  would 
be  questions  to  be  determined  by  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and  not  by  the  rule  of  abstract  rights.  Under  some 
circumstances  it  might  be  requisite  to  confine  the  legislative  power 
to  a  single  individual ;  under  others  to  the  hands  of  a  few ;  and 
under  others  to  commit  it  to  the  whole  community.  It  would  be 
absurd  to  maintain,  on  the  ground  of  the  natural  equality  of  men, 
that  a  horde  of  ignorant  and  vicious  savages,  should  be  organized 
as  a  pure  democracy,  if  experience  taught  that  such  a  form  of  gov- 
ernment was  destructive  to  themselves  and  others.  These  differ- 
ent modes  of  constituting  civil  society  are  not  necessarily  either 
just  or  unjust,  but  become  the  one  or  the  other  according  to  cir- 
cumstances ;  and  their  morality  is  not  determined  by  the  degree 
in  which  they  encroach  upon  the  natural  rights  of  men,  but  on 
the  degree  in  which  they  promote  or  retard  the  progress  of  human 
happiness  and  virtue.  In  this  country  we  believe  that  the  general 
good  requires  us  to  deprive  the  whole  female  sex  of  the  right  of 
self-government.  They  have  no  voice  in  the  formation  of  the 
laws  which  dispose  of  their  persons  and  property.  When  mar- 
ried, we  despoil  them  almost  entirely  of  a  legal  existence,  and  deny 
them  some  of  the  most  essential  rights  of  property.  We  treat  all 
minors  much  in  the  same  way,  depriving  them  of  many  personal 
and  almost  all  political  rights,  and  that  too  though  they  may  be 
far  more  competent  to  exercise  them  aright  than  many  adults. 
We,  moreover,  decide  that  a  majority  of  one  may  make  laws  for 
the  whole  community,  no  matter  whether  the  numerical  majority 
have  more  wisdom  or  virtue  than  the  minority  or  not.  Our  plea 
for  all  this  is,  that  the  good  of  the  whole  is  thereby  most  effect- 
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ually  promoted.  This  plea,  if  made  out,  justifies  the  case.  In 
England  and  France  they  believe  that  the  good  of  the  whole  re- 
quires that  the  right  of  governing,  instead  of  being  restricted,  to 
all  adult  males,  as  we  arbitrarily  determine,  shonld  be  confined 
to  that  portion  of  the  male  population  who  hold  a  given  amount 
of  property.  In  Prussia  and  Bussia,  they  believe  with  equal  con- 
fidence, that  public  security  and  happiness  demand  that  all  power 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  king.  If  they  are  right  in  their 
opinion,  they  are  right  in  their  practice.  The  principle  that  social 
and  political  organizations  are  designed  for  the  general  good,  of 
course  requires  they  should  be  allowed  to  change,  as  the  progress 
of  society  may  demand.  It  is  very  possible  that  the  feudal  sys- 
tem may  have  been  well  adapted  to  the  state  of  Europe  in  the 
middle  ages.  The  change  in  the  condition  of  the  world,  how- 
ever, has  gradually  obliterated  almost  all  its  features.  The  vil- 
lein has  become  the  independent  farmer  ;  the  lord  of  the  manor, 
the  simple  landlord  ;  and  the  sovereign  leige,  in  whom,  accord- 
ing to  the  fiction  of  the  system,  the  fee  of  the  whole  country 
vested,  has  become  a  constitutional  monarch.  It  may  be  that 
another  series  of  changes  may  convert  the  tenant  into  an  owner, 
the  lord  into  a  rich  commoner,  and  the  monarch  into  a  president. 
Though  these  changes  have  resulted  in  giving  the  people  the  en- 
joyment of  a  larger  amount  of  their  rights  than  they  formerly 
possessed,  it  is  not  hence  to  be  inferred  that  they  ought  centuries 
ago  to  have  been  introduced  suddenly  or  by  violence.  Christi- 
anity ^^  operates  as  alterative."  It  was  never  designed  to  tear  up 
the  institutions  of  society  by  the  roots.  It  produces  equality  not 
by  prostrating  trees  of  all  sizes  to  the  ground,  but  by  securing  to 
all  the  opportunity  of  growing,  and  by  causing  all  to  grow,  until 
the  original  disparity  is  no  longer  perceptible.  All  attempts,  by 
human  wisdom,  to  frame  society,  of  a  sudden,  after  a  pattern  cut 
by  the  rule  of  abstract  rights,  have  failed  ;  and  whether  they  had 
failed  or  not,  they  can  never  be  urged  as  a  matter  of  moral  obli- 
gation. It  is  not  enough,  therefore,  in  oi*der  to  prove  the  sinful- 
ness of  slaveholding,  to  show  that  it  interferes  with  the  natural 
rights  of  a  portion  of  the  community.  It  is  in  this  respect  anala- 
gous  to  all  other  social  institutions.  They  are  all  of  them  en- 
croachments on  human  rights,  fi:om  the  freest  democracy  to  the 
most  absolute  despotism. 
It  is  further  to  be  remarked,  that  all  these  rights  suppose  cor- 


BIBLE   ARGUMENT    ON   SLAVERY.  861 

responding  duties,  and  where  there  is  an  incompetence  for  the 
duty,  the  claim  to  exercise  the  right  ceases.  No  man  can  justly 
claim  the  exercise  of  any  right  to  the  injury  of  the  community  of 
which  he  is  a  member.  It  is  because  females  and  minors  are 
judged  (though  for  different  reasons),  incompetent  to  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  citizenship,  that  they  are  deprived  of 
the  right  of  sufiage.  It  is  on  the  same  principle  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  France  and  England  are  deprived 
of  the  same  privilege.  As  it  is  acknowledged  that  the  slaves 
may  be  justly  deprived  of  political  rights,  on  the  ground  of  their 
incompetency  to  exercise  them  without  injury  to  the  community, 
it  must  be  admitted,  by  parity  of  reason,  that  they  may  be  justly 
deprived  of  personal  freedom,  if  incompetent  to  exercise  it  with 
safety  to  society.  If  this  be  so,  then  slavery  is  a  question  of  cir- 
cumstances, and  not  a  malum  in  se.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  object  of  these  remarks  is  not  to  prove  that  the  Ameri- 
can, the  British,  or  the  Eussian  form  of  society,  is  expedient  or 
otherwise ;  much  less  to  show  that  the  slaves  in  this  country  are 
actually  unfit  for  freedom,  but  simply  to  prove  that  the  mere  fact 
that  slaveholding  interferes  with  natural  rights,  is  not  enough  to 
justify  the  conclusion  that  it  is  necessarily  and  universally  sinful. 
Another  very  common  and  plausible  argument  on  this  subject 
is,  that  a  man  can  not  be  made  a  matter  of  property.  He  can 
not  be  degraded  into  a  brute  or  chattel,  without  the  grossest  viola- 
tion of  duty  and  propriety ;  and  that  as  slavery  confers  this  right 
of  property  in  human  beings,  it  must,  from  its  very  nature,  be  a 
crime.  We  acknowledge  the  correctness  of  the  principle  on 
which  this  argument  is  founded,  but  deny  that  it  is  applicable  to 
the  case  in  hand.  We  admit  that  it  is  not  only  an  enormity,  but 
an  impossibility,  that  a  man  should^ be  made  a  thing,  as  distin- 
guished from  a  rational  and  moral  being.  It  is  not  within  the 
compass  of  human  law  to  alter  the  nature  of  God's  creatures.  A 
man  must  be  regarded  and  treated  as  a  rational  being,  even  in 
his  greatest  degradation.  That  he  is,  in  some  countries  and  un- 
der some  institutions,  deprived  of  many  of  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  such  a  being,  does  not  alter  his  nature.  He  must  be 
viewed  as  a  man  under  the  most  atrocious  system  of  slavery  that 
ever  existed.  Men  do  not  arraign  and  try  on  evidence,  and  pun- 
ish on  conviction,  either  things  or  brutes.  Yet  slaves  are  under 
a  regular  system  of  laws  which,  however  unjust  they  may  be, 
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recognize  their  character  as  accountable  beings.  When  it  ii 
inferred  from  the  fact  that  the  slave  is  called  the  property  of  hii 
master,  that  he  is  thereby  degraded  from  his  rank  as  a  hnmai 
being,  the  argument  rests  on  the  vagueness  of  the  tQTm.  properly 
Properly  Is  the  right  of  possession  and  use,  and  mnst  of  necessit] 
vary  according  to  tlie  nature  of  the  objects  to  which  it  attachcB 
A  man  has  property  in. his  wife,  in  his  children,  in  his  domestic 
animals,  in  his  fields  and  in  his  forests.  That  is,  he  has  the  righ 
to  the  possession  and  use  of  these  several  objects,  according  X\ 
their  nature.  He  has  no  more  right  to  use  a  brute  as  a  log  oi 
wood,  in  virtue  of  the  right  of  property,  than  he  has  to  use  \ 
man  as  a  brute.  There  are  general  principles  of  i-ectitude,  oblig 
atory  on  all  men,  which  require  them  to  treat  all  the  creatures  d 
God  according  to  the  nature  which  he  has  given  them.  The  mai 
who  should  burn  his  horse  because  he  was  his  property,  would  fine 
no  justification  in  that  plea,  either  before  God  or  man.  When 
therefore,  it  is  said  that  one  man  is  the  property  of  another,  ii 
can  only  mean  that  the  one  has  a  right  to  use  the  other  as  a  man 
but  not  as  a  brute,  or  as  a  thing.  He  has  no  right  to  treat  bin 
as  he  may  lawfully  treat  his  ox,  or  a  tree.  He  can  convert  hii 
person  to  no  use  to  which  a  human  being  may  not,  by  the  la^c^  d 
God  and  nature,  be  properly 'applied.  When  this  idea  of  properti 
comes  to  be  analyzed,  it  is  found  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  clain 
of  service  either  for  life  or  for  a  term  of  years.  Tliis  claim  ii 
transferable,  and  is  of  the  nature  of  property,  and  is  consequentlj 
liable  for  the  debts  of  the  owner,  and  subject  to  his  disposal  bj 
will  or  otherwise.  It  is  probable  that  the  slave  is  called  the  prop 
erty  of  his  master  in  the  statute  books,  for  the  same  reason  thai 
children  are  called  the  servants  of  the  parents,  or  that  wives  an 
said  to  be  the  same  person  with  their  husbands,  and  to  have  no  sepa 
rate  existence  of  their  own.  These  are  mere  technicaUties,  de 
signed  to  facilitate  certain  legal  processes.  Calling  a  child  a  ser- 
vant, does  not  alter  his  relation  to  his  fiather ;  and  a  wife  is  sdU  i 
woman,  though  the  courts  may  rule  her  out  of  existence.  In  like 
manner,  where  the  law  declares,  that  a  slave  shall  be  deemed  and 
adjudged  to  be  a  chattel  personal  in  the  hands  of  his  master,  it 
does  not  alter  his  nature,  nor  does  it  confer  on  the  master  any 
right  to  use  him  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with  that  nature.  As 
there  are  certain  moral  principles  which  direct  how  brutes  are  to 
be  used  by  those  to  whom  they  belong,  so  there  are  fixed  princi- 
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pies  which  determine  how  a  man  may  be  used.  These  legal  en- 
actments, therefore,  are  not  intended  to  legislate  away  the  nature 
of  the  slave,  as  a  human  being ;  they  serve  to  facilitate  the  trans- 
fer of  the  master^s  claim  of  service,  and  to  render  that  claim  the 
more  readily  liable  for  his  debts.  The  transfer  of  authority  and 
claim  of  service  from  one  master  to  another,  is,  in  principle,  anala- 
gous  to  transfer  of  subjects  from  one  sovereign  to  another.  This 
is  a  matter  of  frequent  occurrence.  By  the  treaty  of  Vienna,  for 
example,  a  large  pai*t  of  the  inhabitants  of  central  Europe  changed 
masters.  Nearly  half  of  Saxony  was  transferred  to  Prussia; 
Belgium  was  annexed  to  Holland.  In  like  manner,  Louisiana 
was  transferred  from  France  to  the  United  States.  In  none  of 
these  cases  were  the  people  consulted.  Yet  in  all,  a  claim  of  ser- 
vice more  or  less  extended,  was  made  over  from  one  power  to 
another.  There  was  a  change  of  masters.  The  mere  transfera- 
ble character  of  the  master's  claim  to  the  slave,  does  not  convert 
the  latter  into  a  thing,  or  degrade  him  from  his  rank  as  a  human 
being.  Nor  does  the  fact  that  he  is  bound  to  serve  for  life,  pro- 
duce this  effect.  It  is  only  property  in  his  time  for  life,  instead 
of  for  a  term  of  years.  The  nature  of  the  relation  is  not  deter- 
mined by  the  period  of  its  continuance. 

It  has,  however,  been  argued  that  the  slave  is  the  property  of 
his  master,  not  only  in  the  sense  admitted  above,  but  in  the  sense 
assumed  in  the  objection,  because  his  children  are  under  the  same 
obligation  of  service  as  the  parent.  The  hereditary  character  of 
slavery,  however,  does  not  arise  out  of  the  idea  of  the  slave  as  a  chat- 
tel or  thing,  a  mere  matter  of  property,  it  depends  on  the  organiza- 
tion of  society.  In  England  one  man  is  bom  a  peer,  another  a 
commoner;  in  Eussia  one  man  is  born  a  noble,  another  a  serf; 
here,  one  is  born  a  free  citizen,  another  a  disfranchised  outcast 
(the  free  colored  man),  and  a  third  a  slave.  These  forms  of  soci- 
ety, as  before  remarked,  are  not  necessarily,  or  in  themselves, 
either  just  or  unjust ;  but  become  the  one  or  the  other,  according 
to  circumstances.  Under  a  state  of  things  in  which  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  community  would  be  promoted  by  the  British  or 
Kussian  organization,  they  would  be  just  and  acceptable  to  God ; 
but  under  circumstances  in  which  they  would  be  injurious,  they 
would  be  unjust.  It  is  absolutely  necessary,  however,  to  discrim- 
inate between  an  organization  essentially  vicious,  and  one  which, 
being  in  itself  indifferent,  may  be  right  or  wrong,  according  to 
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circumstaDces.  Od  the  samo  principle,  therefore,  that  a  human 
being  in  England  is  deprived,  by  the  mere  accident  of  birth,  of 
the  right  of  suffrage,  and  in  Russia  has  the  small  portion  of  lib- 
erty which  belongs  to  a  commoner,  or  the  still  smaller  belonging 
to  a  serf*,  in  this  country  one  class  is  by  birth  invested  with 
all  the  rights  of  citizenship,  another  (females)  is  deprived  all  po- 
litical and  many  personal  rights,  and  a  third  of  even  their  per- 
sonal liberty.  Whether  this  organization  be  right  or  wrong,  is 
not  now  the  question.  We  are  simply  showing  that  the  fact  that 
the  children  of  slaves  become  by  birth  slaves,  is  not  to  be  referred 
to  the  idea  of  the  master's  property  in  the  body  and  soul  of  the 
parent,  but  results  from  the  form  of  society,  and  is  analagous  to 
other  social  institutions,  as  far  as  the  principle  is  concerned,  that 
children  take  the  rank,  or  the  political  or  social  condition  of  the 
parent. 

We  prefer  being  chargeable  with  the  sin  of  wearisome  repeti- 
tion, to  leaving  any  room  for  the  misapprehension  of  our  mean- 
ing. We,  therefore,  again  remark  that  we  are  discussing  the  mere 
abstract  morality  of  these  forms  of  social  organization,  and  not 
their  expediency.  We  have  in  view  the  vindication  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  inspired  writings  and  inspired  men  from  the  charge 
of  having  overlooked  the  blackest  of  human  crimes,  and  of  having 
recognized  the  worst  of  human  beings  as  Christians.  We  say, 
therefore,  that  an  institution  which  deprives  a  certain  portion  of 
the  community  of  their  pei*sonal  liberty,  places  them  under  obli- 
gation of  service  to  another  portion,  is  no  more  necessarily  sinful 
than  one  which  invests  an  individual  with  despotic  power  (such 
as  Mr.  Birney  would  consent  to  hold);  or  than  one  which  limits 
the  right  of  government  to  a  small  portion  of  the  people,  or 
restricts  it  to  the  male  part  of  the  community.  However  inex- 
pedient, under  certain  circumstances,  any  one  of  these  arrange- 
ments may  be,  they  are  not  necessarily  immoral,  nor  do  they 
become  such,  from  the  fact  that  the  accident  of  birth  determines 
the  relation  in  which  one  part  of  the  community  is  to  stand  to 
the  other.  In  ancient  Egypt,  as  in  modern  India,  birth  de- 
cided the  position  and  profession  of  every  individual.  One  was 
born  a  priest,  anotlier  a  merchant,  another  a  laborer,  another  a 
soldier.  As  there  must  always  be  these  classes,  it  is  no  more 
necessarily  immoral,-  to  have  them  all  determined  by  hereditary 
descent,  than  it  was  among  the  Israelites  to  have  all  the  officers 
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of  religion  from  generation  to  generation  thus  determined ;  or 
that  birth  should  determine  the  individual  who  is  to  fill  a  throne, 
or  occupy  a  seat  in  parliament. 

Again,  Dr.  Wayland  argues,  if  the  right  to  hold  slaves  be  con- 
ceded, "there  is  of  course  conceded  all  other  rights  necessary  to 
insure  its  possession.  Hence,  inasmuch  as  the  slave  can  be  held 
in  this  condition  only  while  he  remains  in  the  lowest  state  of 
mental  imbecility,  it  supposes  the  master  to  have  the  right  to 
control  his  iutellectual  development  just  as  far  as  may  be  necessary 
to  secure  entire  subjection."*  He  reasons  in  the  same  way,  to 
show  that  the  religious  knowledge  and  even  eternal  happiness  of 
the  slave  are  as  a  matter  of  right  conceded  to  the  power  of  the 
master,  if  the  right  of  slaveholding  is  admitted.  The  utmost 
force  that  can  be  allowed  to  this  argument  is,  that  the  right  to 
hold  slaves  includes  the  right  to  exercise  all  proper  means  to 
insure  its  possession.  It  is  in  this  respect  on  a  par  with  all  other 
rights  of  the  same  kind.  The  right  of  parents  to  the  service  of 
their  children,  of  husbands  to  the  obedience  of  their  wives,  of 
masters  over  their  apprentices,  of  creditors  over  their  debtors,  of 
rulers  over  their  subjects,  all  suppose  the  right  to  adopt  proper 
means  for  their  secure  enjoyment.  They,  however,  give  no  sanc- 
tion to  the  employment  of  any  and  every  means  which  cruelty, 
suspicion,  or  jealousy  may  choose  to  deem  necessary,  nor  of  any 
which  would  be  productive  of  greater  general  evil  than  the  for- 
feiture of  the  rights  themselves.  According  to  the  ancient  law 
even  among  the  Jews,  the  power  of  life  and  death  was  granted 
to  the  parent;  we  concede  only  the  power  of  correction.  The 
old  law  gave  the  same  power  to  the  husband  over  the  wife.  The 
Boman  law  confided  the  person  and  even  life  of  the  debtor  to  the 
mercy  of  the  creditor.  According  to  the  reasoning  of  Dr.  Way- 
land,  all  these  laws  must  be  sanctioned  if  the  rights  which  they 
were  deemed  n^essary  to  secure,  are  acknowledged.  It  is  clear, 
however,  that  the  most  unrighteous  means  may  be  adopted  to 
secure  a  proper  end,  under  the  plea  of  necessity.  The  justice  of 
the  plea  must  be  made  out  on  its  own  grounds,  and  can  not  be 
assumed  on  the  mere  admission  of  the  propriety  of  the  end 
aimed  at.  Whether  the  slaves  of  this  country  may  be  safely 
admitted  to  the  enjoyments  of  personal  liberty,  is  a  matter  of 
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of  religion  from  generation  to  generation  thns  determined ;  or 
that  birth  should  determine  the  individual  who  is  to  fill  a  throne, 
or  occupy  a  seat  in  parliament. 

Again,  Dr.  Wayland  argues,  if  the  right  to  hold  slaves  be  con- 
ceded, "there  is  of  course  conceded  all  other  rights  necessary  to 
insnre  its  possession.  Hence,  inasmuch  as  the  slave  can  be  held 
in  this  condition  only  while  he  remains  in  the  lowest  state  of 
mental  imbecility,  it  supposes  the  master  to  have  the  right  to 
control  his  intellectual  development  just  as  far  as  may  be  necessary 
to  secure  entire  subjection."*  He  reasons  in  the  same  way,  to 
show  that  the  religious  knowledge  and  even  eternal  happiness  of 
the  slave  are  as  a  matter  of  right  conceded  to  the  power  of  the 
master,  if  the  right  of  slaveholding  is  admitted.  The  utmost 
force  that  can  be  allowed  to  this  argument  is,  that  the  right  to 
hold  slaves  includes  the  right  to  exercise  all  proper  means  to 
insnre  its  possession.  It  is  in  this  respect  on  a  par  with  all  other 
rights  of  the  same  kind.  The  right  of  parents  to  the  service  of 
their  children,  of  husbands  to  the  obedience  of  their  wives,  of 
masters  over  their  apprentices,  of  creditors  over  their  debtors,  of 
rulers  over  their  subjects,  all  suppose  the  right  to  adopt  proper 
means  for  their  secure  enjoyment.  They,  however,  give  no  sanc- 
tion to  the  employment  of  any  and  every  means  which  cruelty, 
suspicion,  or  jealousy  may  choose  to  deem  necessary,  nor  of  any 
which  would  be  productive  of  greater  general  evil  than  the  for- 
feiture of  the  rights  themselves.  According  to  the  ancient  law 
even  among  the  Jews,  the  power  of  life  and  death  was  granted 
,to  the  parent;  we  concede  only  the  power  of  correction.  The 
old  law  gave  the  same  power  to  the  husband  over  the  wife.  The 
Boman  law  confided  the  person  and  even  life  of  the  debtor  to  the 
mercy  of  the  creditor.  According  to  the  reasoning  of  Dr.  Way- 
land,  all  these  laws  must  be  sanctioned  if  the  rights  which  they 
were  deemed  necessary  to  secure,  are  acknowledged.  It  is  clear, 
however,  that  the  most  unrighteous  means  may  be  adopted  to 
secure  a  proper  end,  under  the  plea  of  necessity.  The  justice  of 
the  plea  must  be  made  out  on  its  own  grounds,  and  can  not  be 
assumed  on  the  mere  admission  of  the  propriety  of  the  end 
aimed  at.  Whether  the  slaves  of  this  country  may  be  safely 
admitted  to  the  enjoyments  of  personal  liberty,  is  a  matter  of 


*  Elements  of  Moral  Science,  p.  221. 
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dispute;  but  that  they  could  not,  confiistently  with  the  public 
welfare,  be  intrusted  with  the  exercise  of  political  power,  is  in  on 
all  hands  admitted.  It  is,  then,  the  acknowledged  right  of  the 
state  to  govern  them  by  laws  in  the  formation  of  which  they 
have  no  voice.  But  it  is  the  universal  plea  of  the  depositaries 
of  irresponsible  power,  sustained  too  by  almost  universal  exped- 
ence,  that  men  can  be  brought  to  submit  to  political  despotism 
only  by  being  kept  in  ignorance  and  poverty.  Dr.  Wayland, 
then,  if  he  concedes  the  right  of  the  state  to  l^islate  for  the 
slaves,  must,  according  to  his  own  reasoning,  acknowledge  the 
right  to  adopt  all  the  means  necessary  for  the  security  of  this 
irresponsible  power,  and  of  consequence,  that  the  state  has  the 
right  to  keep  the  blacks  in  the  lowest  state  of  degradation.  K  he 
denies  the  validity  of  this  argument  in  £Eivor  of  political  despotism, 
he  must  renounce  his  own  against  the  lawfulness  of  domestic 
slavery.  Dr.  Wayland  himself  would  admit  the  right  of  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  to  exercise  a  degree  of  power  over  his  present 
half  civilized  subjects,  which  could  not  be  maintained  over  an 
enlightened  people,  though  he  would  be  loth  to  admowledge  ids 
right  to  adopt  all  the  means  necessary  to  keep  them  in  their 
present  condition.  The  acknowledgment,  therefore,  of  the  right 
to  hold  slaves,  does  not  involve  the  admowledgment  of  the  right 
to  adopt  measures  adapted  and  intended  to  perpetuate  their  pres- 
ent mental  and  physical  degradation. 

We  have  entered  much  more  at  length  into  the  abstract  argu- 
ment on  this  subject  than  we  intended.  It  was  our  purpose  to 
confine  our  remarks  to  the  scriptural  view  of  the  question.  But^ 
the  consideration  of  the  objections  derived  from  the  general  prin- . 
dples  of  morals,  rendered  it  necessary  to  enlarge  our  plan.  As 
it  appears  to  us  too  clear  to  admit  of  either  denial  or  doubt,  that 
the  Scriptures  do  sanction  slaveholding ;  that  under  the  old  dis- 
pensation it  was  expressly  permitted  by  divine  command,  and 
under  the  New  Testament  is  nowhere  forbidden  or  denounced, 
but  on  the  contrary,  acknowledged  to  be  consistent  with  the 
Christian  character  and  profession  (that  is,  consistent  with  justice, 
mercy,  holiness,  iove  to  God  and  love  to  man),  to  declare  it  to  be 
a  heinous  crime,  is  a  direct  impeachment  of  the  word  of  Qod. 
We,  therefore,  felt  it  incumbent  upon  us  to  prove,  that  the  sacred 
Scriptures  are  not  in  conflict  with  the  first  principles  of  morals ; 
that  what  they  sanction  is  not  the  blackest  and  basest  of  all 
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offenses  in  the  sight  of  God.  To  do  this,  it  was  necessary  to  shbw 
what  slavery  is,  to  distingnish  between  the  relation  itself^  and  the 
varions  cruel  or  nnjnst  laws  which  may  be  made  either  to  bring 
men  into  it,  or  to  secure  its  continuance ;  to  show  that  it  no  more 
follows  from  the  admission  that  the  Scriptures  sanction  the  right 
of  slaveholding,  that  it,  therefore,  sanctions  all  the  oppressive 
slave'  laws  of  any  community,  than  it  follows  from  the  admission 
of  the  propriety  of  parental,  conjugal,  or  political  relations,  that 
it  sanctions  all  the  conflicting  codes  by  which  tiiese  relations 
have  at  different  periods  and  in  different  countries  been  regulated. 
We  have  had  another  motive  in  the  preparation  of  this  article. 
The  assumption  that  slaveholding  is  itself  a  crime,  is  not  only  an 
error,  but  it  is  an  error  fraught  with  evil  consequences.  It  not 
merely  brings  its  advocates  into  conflict  with  the  Scriptures,  but 
it  does  much  to  retard  the  progress  of  freedom ;  it  embitters  and 
divides  the  members  of  the  community,  and  distracts  the  Chris- 
tian church.  Its  operation  in  retarding  the  progress  of  freedom 
is  obvious  and  manifold.  In  the  first  place,  it  directs  the  battery 
of  the  enemies  of  slavery  to  the  wrong  point.  It  might  be  easy 
for  them  to  establish  the  injustice  or  cruelty  of  certain  slave  laws, 
where  it  ia  not  in  their  power  to  establish  the  sinfulness  of  slavery 
itself.*  They,  therefore,  waste  their  strength.  Nor  is  this  the 
least  evil.  They  promote  the  cause  of  their  opponents.  K  they 
do  not  discriminate  between  slaveholding  and  the  slave  laws,  it 
gives  the  slaveholder  not  merely  an  excuse  but  an  occasion  and  a 
reason  for  making  no  such  distinction.  He  is  thus  led  to  feel  the 
same  conviction  in  the  propriety  of  the  one  that  he  does  in  that 
of  the  other.  His  mind  and  conscience  may  be  satisfied  that  the 
mere  act  of  holding  slaves  is  not  a  crime.  This  is  the  point,  how- 
ever, to  which  the  abolitionist  directs  his  attention.  He  examines 
their  arguments,  and  becomes  fonvinced  of  their  incondusiveness, 
and  is  not  only  thus  rendered  impervious  to  their  attacks,  but  is 
exasperated  by  what  he  considers  their  unmerited  abuse.  In  the 
mean  time  his  attention  is  withdrawn  from  &r  more  important 
points ; — ^the  manner  in  which  he  treats  his  slavqp,  and  the  laws 
enacted  for  the  security  of  his  possession.    These  are  points  on 


*  Glarkson  and  Wilberforce  were  anxious,  to  have  the  slave  trade  spe^ily 
abolished,  lest  the  force  of  th&t  arguments  should  be  weakened  by  its  amelioiap 
tion. — ^£d. 
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which  his  jadgment  might  be  much  moro  readily  convincod  of 
error,  and  his  conscience  of  sin. 

In  the  second  place,  besides  fortifying  tlie  position  and  strength- 
ening the  porpose  of  the  slaveholder,  the  error  in  question  divides 
and  weakens  the  friends  of  freedom.  To  secure  any  valoable  re- 
sult by  public  sentiment,  you  must  satsify  the  public  mind  and 
rouse  the  public  conscience.  Their  passions  had  better  be  al- 
lowed to  rest  in  peace.  As  the  anti-slavery  societies  declare  it  to 
be  their  object  to  convince  their  fellow-citizens  that  slaveholding 
is  necessarily  a  heinous  crime  in  the  sight  of  God,  we  consider 
their  attempt  as  desperate,  so  long  as  the  Bible  is  regarded  as  the 
rule  of  right  and  wrong.  They  can  hardly  secure  either  the  ver- 
dict of  the  public  mind  or  of  the  public  conscience  in  behalf  of 
this  proposition.  Their  success  hitherto  has  not  been  very  en- 
couraging, and  is  cerfainly  not  very  flattering,  if  Dr.  Channing^s 
account  of  the  class  of  persons  to  whom  they  have  principally 
addressed  their  arguments,  is  correct.  The  tendency  of  their  exer- 
tions, be  their  success  great  or  small,  is  not  to  unite,  but  to  di- 
vide. They  do  not  carry  the  judgment  or  conscience  of  the  peo- 
ple with  them.  They  form,  therefore,  a  class  by  themselves. 
Thousands  who  earnestly  desire  to  see  the  South  convinced  of  the 
injustice  and  consequent  impolicy  of  their  slave  laws,  and  under 
this  conviction,  of  their  own  accord,  adopting  those  principles 
which  the  Bible  enjoins,  and  which  tend  to  produce  universal  in- 
telligence, virtue,  liberty  and  equality,  without  violence  and  sud- 
den change,  and  which  thus  secure  private  and  public  prosperity 
stand  aloof  from  the  abolitionists,  not  merely  because  they  disap- 
prove of  their  spirit  and  mode  of  action,  but  because  they  do  not 
admit  their  fundamental  principle. 

In  the  third  place,  the  error  in  question  prevents  the  adoption 
of  the  most  effectual  means  of  extinguishing  slavery.  These  means 
are  not  the  opinions  or  feelings  of  the  non-slaveholding  States, 
nor  the  denunciations  of  the  holders  of  slaves,  but  the  improve- 
ment, intellectual  and  moral,  of  the  slaves  themselves.  Slavery 
has  but  two  natural  and  peaceful  modes  of  death.  The  one  is  the 
increase  of  the  slave  population  until  it  reaches  the  point  of  being 
unproductive.  When  the  number  of  slaves  becomes  so  great 
that  the  master  can  not  profitably  employ  them,  he  manumits 
them  in  self-defense.  This  point  would  probably  have  been 
reached  long  ago,  in  many  of  the  Southern  States,  had  not  the 
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boundless  extent  of  the  south- western-  section  of  the  Union  pre- 
sented a  constant  demand  for  the  surplus  hands.  Many  planters 
in  Virginia  and  Maryland,  whose  principles  or  feelings  revolt  at 
the  idea  of  selling  their  slaves  to  the  South,  find  that  their  servants 
are  gradually  reducing  them  to  poverty,  by  consuming  more  than 
they  produce.  The  number,  however,  of  slaveholders  who  enter- 
tain these  scruples  is  comparatively  small.  And  as  the  demand 
for  slave  labor  in  the  still  unoccupied  regions  of  the  extreme 
south-west  is  so  great,  and  is  likely  to  be  so  long  continued,  it 
is  hopeless  to  think  of  slavery  dying  out  by  becoming  a  public 
burden.  The  other  natural  and  peaceful  mode  of  extinction,  is 
the  gradual  elevation  of  the  slaves  in  knowledge,  virtue,  and 
property  to  the  point  at  which  it  is  no  longer  desirable  or  possible 
to  keep  them  in  bondage.*  Their  chains  thus  gradually  relax, 
until  they  fall  off  entirely.  It  is  in  this  way  that  Christianity 
has  abolished  both  political  and  domestic  bondage,  whenever  it 
has  had  free  scope.  It  enjoins  a  &ir  compensation  for  labor;  it 
insists  on  the  moral  and  intellectual  improvement  of  all  classes 
of  men ;  it  condemns  all  infractions  of  marital  or  parental  rights ; 
in  short,  it  requires  not  only  that  free  scope  should  be  allowed  to 
human  improvement,  but  that  all  suitable  means  should  be  em- 
ployed for  the  attainment  of  that  end.  The  feudal  system,  as 
before  remarked,  has,  in  ai  great  measure,  been  thus  outgrown  in 
all  the  European  states.  The  third  estate,  formerly  hardly  recog- 
nized as  having  an  existence,  is  becoming  the  controlling  power 
in  most  of  those  ancient  communities.  The  gradual  improvement 
of  the  people  rendered  it  impossible,  and  undesirable  to  deprive 
them  of  their  just  share  in  the  government.  And  it  is  precisely 
in  those  countries  where  this  improvement  is  most  advanced  that 
the  feudal  institutions  are  the  most  completely  obliterated,  and 
the  general  prosperity  the  greatest.  In  like  manner  the  gospel 
method  of  extinguishing  slavery  is  by  improving  the  condition 
of  the  slave.  The  grand  question  is,  How  is  this  to  be  done? 
The  abolitionist  answers,  by  immediate  emancipation.  Perhaps 
he  is  right,  perhaps  he  is  wrong ;  but  whether  right  or  wrong,  it 
is  not  the  practical  question  for  the  Korth.  Among  a  community 
which  have  the  power  to  emancipate,  it  would  be  perfectly  proper 


*  If  the  negro  is  susceptible  of  this  degree  of  improvement^  he  ought  then 
lo  be  free. — Ed. 
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to  urge  that  meaBure  on  the  gronnd  of  its  being  the  best  means 
of  promoting  the  great  object  of  the  advancement  of  human  hap^ 
piness  and  virtue.  But  the  error  of  the  abolitionists  is,  that  they 
urge  this  measure  from  the  wrong  quarter,  and  upon  the  wrong 
ground.  They  insist  upon  immediate  abolition  because  slavery  is 
a  sin,  and  its  extinction  a  duty.  If,  however,  slaveholding  is  not 
in  itself  sinful,  its  abolition  is  not  necessarily  a  duty.  The  ques- 
tion of  duty  depends  upon  the  effects  of  the  measure,  about  which 
men  may  honestly  differ.  Those  who  believe  that  it  would  ad- 
vance the  general  good,  are  bound  to  promote  it;  while  those 
who  believe  the  reverse,  are  equally  bound  to  resist  it.  The 
abolitionists,  by  insisting  upon  one  means  of  improvement,  and 
that  on  untenable  ground,  are  most  effectually  working  against 
the  adoption  of  any  other  means,  by  destroying  the  disposition 
and  power  to  employ  them.  It  is  in  this  way  that  the  error  to 
which  we  have  referred  throughout  this  article,  is  operating  most 
disadvantageously  for  the  cause  of  human  liberty  and  happiness. 
The  &ct  is,  that  the  great  duty  of  the  South  is  not  emancipation ; 
but  improvement.*  The  former  is  obligatory  only  as  a  means  to 
an  end,  and,  therefore,  only  under  circumstances  where  it  would 
promote  thi^  end.  In  like  manner  the  great  duty  of  despotic 
governments  is  not  the  immediate  granting  of  free  institutions, 
but  the  constant  and  assiduous  cultivation  of  the  best  interests 
(knowledge,  virtue,  and  happiness^  of  the  people.  Where  free 
institutions  would  conduce  to  this  object,  they  would  be  granted, 
and  just  so  &r  and  so  &st  as  this  becomes  apparent. 

Again,  the  opinion  that  slaveholding  is  itself  a  crime,  must 
operate  to  produce  the  disunion  of  the  States,  and  the  division  of 
all  the  ecclesiastical  societies  in  this  country.  The  feelings  of  the 
people  may  be  excited  violently  for  a  time,  but  the  transport  soon 
passes  away.  But  if  the  conscience  is  enlisted  in  the  cause,  and 
becomes  the  controlling  principle,  the  alienation  between  the 
North  and  the  South  must  become  permanent,  l^e  opposition  to 
Southern  institutions  will  become  calm,  constant,  and  unappeasa- 
ble.  Just  so  far  as  this  opinion  operates,  it  will  lead  those  who 
entertain  it  to  submit  to  any  sacrifices  to  carry  it  out,  and  give  it 
effect.,  We  shall  become  two  nations  in  feeling,  which  must  soon 
render  us  two  nations  in  fact.    With  regard  to  the  church,  its 


*^  Abolitionism  has  impeded  this  improvemeDt— En. 
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operation  will  be  more  Bummarj.  .  If  slaveholdiDg  is  a  heinous 
crime,  slayeholders  must  be  excluded  from  the  church.  Several 
of  our  judicatories  have  already  taken  this  position.  Should  the 
General  Assembly  adopt  }t,  the  church  is  ipso  &cto,  divided.  If 
the  opinion  in  question  is  correct,  it  must  be  maintained,  what- 
ever are  the  consequences.  We  are  no  advocates  of  expediency 
in  morals.  We  have  no  more  right  to  teach  error  in  order  to 
prevent  evil,  than  we  have  a  right  to  do  evil  to  promote  good. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  opinion  is  incorrect,  its  evil  conse- 
quences render  it  a  duty  to  prove  and  exhibit  its  unsoundness. 
It  is  under  the  deep  impression  that  the  primary  assumption 
of  the  abolitionists  is  an  error,  that  its  adoption  tends  to  the  dis- 
traction of  the  country,  and  the  division  of  the  church ;  and  that 
it  will  lead  to  the  longer  continuance  and  greater  severity  of 
slavery,  that  we  have  felt  constrained  Ho  do  what  little  we  could 
towards  its  correction. 

We  have  little  apprehension  that  an)r  one  can  so  &r  mistake  our 
object,  or  the  purport  of  our  remarks,  as  to  suppose  either  that  we 
regard  slavery  as  a  desirable  institution,  or  that  we  approve  of  the 
slave  laws  of  the  Southern  States.  So  &r  from  this  being  the  case, 
the  extinction  of  slavery,  and  the  amelioration  of  those  laws  are 
as  sincerely  desired  by  us,  as  by  any  of  the  abolitionists.  The 
question  is  not  about  the  continuance  of  slavery,  and  of  the 
present  system,  but  about  the  proper  method  of  effecting  the 
removal  of  the  evil.  We  maintain,  that  it  is  not  by  denouncing 
slaveholding  as  a  sin,  or  by  universal  agitation  at  the  North, 
but  by  the  improvement  of  the  slaves.  It  no  more  follows  that 
because  the  master  has  a  right  to  hold  slaves,  he  has  a  right 
to  keep  them  in  a  state  of  degradation  in  order  to  perpetuate  their 
bondage,  than  that  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  has  a  right  to  keep  his 
subjects  in  ignorance  and  poverty,  in  order  to  secure  the  perma- 
nence and  quiet  possession  of  his  power.  We  hold  it  to  be  the 
grand  principle  of  the  gospel,  that  every  man  is  bound  to  promote 
the  moral,  intellectual,  and  physical  improvement  of  his  fellow 
men.  Their  civil  or  political  relations  are  in  themselves  matters 
of  indifference.  Monarchy,  aristocracy,  democracy,  domestic 
slavery,  are  right  or  wrong  as  they  are,  for  the  time  being,  con- 
ducive to  this  great  end,  or  the  reverse.  They  are  not  objects  to 
which  the  improvement  of  society  is  to  be  sacrificed ;  nor  are 
they  strait-jackets  to  be  placed  upon  the  public  body  to  prevent 
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its  free  developmeDt.  We  think,  therefore,  that  the  true  method 
for  Christians  to  treat  this  subject,  is  to  follow  the  example  of 
Christ  and  his  apostles  in  relation  both  to  despotism  and  slavery. 
Let  them  enforce  as  moral  duties  the  great  principles  of  justice 
and  mercy,  and  all  the  specific  commands  and  precepts  of  the 
Scriptures.  If  any  set  of  men  have  servants,  bond  or  free,  to 
whom  they  refuse  a  proper  compensation  for  their  labor,  they 
violate  a  moral  duty  and  an  express  command  of  Scripture. 
What  that  compensation  should  be,  depends  upon  a  variety  of 
circumstances.  In  some  cases  the  slaveholder  would  be  glad  to 
compound  for  the  support  of  his  slaves  by  giving  the  third  or  the 
half  of  the  proceeds  of  his  estate.  Yet  this  at  the  North  would 
be  regarded  as  a  full  remuneration  for  the  mere  labor  of  produc- 
tion. Under  other  circumstances,  however,  a  mere  support, 
would  be  very  inadequate  compensation ;  and  when  inadequate, 
it  is  unjust.  If  the  compensation  be  more  than  a  support,  the 
surplus  is  the  property  of  the  laborer,  and  can  not  morally,  what- 
ever the  laws  may  be,  be  taken  from  him.  The  right  to  accumu- 
late property  is  an  incident  to  the  right  of  reward  for  labor.  And 
we  believe  there  are  few  slaveholding  countries  in  which  the 
right  is  not  practically  acknowledged,  since  we  hear  so  frequently 
of  slaves  purchasing  their  own  freedom.  It  is  very  common  for 
a  certain  moderate  task^  to  be  assigned  as  a  day's  work,  which 
may  be  regarded  as  the  compensation  rendered  by  the  slave  for 
his  support.  The  residue  of  the  day  is  at  his  own  disposal,  and 
may  be  employed  for  his  own  profit.  We  are  not  now,  however, 
concerned  about  details.  The  principle  that  '^  the  laborer  is  worthy 
of  his  hire''  and  should  enjoy  it,  is  a  plain  principle  of  morals  and 
command  of  the  Bible,  and  can  not  be  violated  with  impunity. 

Again,  if  any  man  has  servants  or  others  whom  he  forbids  to 
marry,  or  whom  he  separates  after  marriage,  he  breaks  as  clearly 
a  revealed  law  as  any  written  on  the  pages  of  inspiration,  or  on 
the  human  heart.  If  he  interferes  unnecessarily  with  the  author- 
ity of  parents  over  their  children,  he  again  brings  himself  into 
collision  with  his  Maker.  If  any  man  has  under  his  charge, 
children,  apprentices,  servants,  or  slaves,  and  does  not  teach 


*  We  heard  the  late  Dr.  Wisner,  after  his  long  visit  to  the  South,  saj,  that 
the  usual  task  of  a  slave  in  South  Carolina  and  Georgia,  was  about  the  thiid  of 
a  day's  work  for  a  Northern  laborer. 
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ihem,  or  cause  them  to  be  taught,  the  will  of  God ;  if  be  delib- 
erately opposes  their  iutellectual,  moral,  or  religious  improve- 
ment, he  makes  himself  a  transgressor.  That  many  of  the  laws 
of  the  slaveholding  States  are  opposed  to  these  simple  principles 
of  morals,  we  fully  believe ;  and  we  do  not  doubt  that  they  are 
sinfdl  and  ought  to  be  rescinded.  If  it  be  asked  what  would  be 
the  consequence  of  thus  acting  on  the  principles  of  the  gospel, 
of  following  the  example  and  obeying  the  precepts  of  Christ  ? 
We  answer,  the  gradual  elevation  of  the  slaves  in  intelligence, 
virtue,  and  wealth;  the  peaceable  and  speedy  extinction  of 
slavery ;  the  improvement  in  general  prosperity  of  all  classes 
of  society,  and  the  consequent  increase  in  the  sum  of  human 
happiness  and  virtue.  This  has  been  the  result  of  acting  on 
these  principles  in  all  past  ages ;  and  just  in  proportion  as  they 
have  been  faithfully  observed.  The  degradation  of  most  eastern 
nations,  and  of  Italy,  Spain  and  Ireland,  are  not  more  striking 
examples  of  the  consequences  of  their  violation,  than  Scotland, 
England,  and  the  non-slaveholding  States  are  of  the  benefits,  of 
their  being  even  imperfectly  obeyed.  Men  can  not  alter  the  laws 
of  God.  It  would  be  as  easy  for  them  to  arrest  the  action  of  the 
force  of  gravity,  as  to  prevent  the  systematic  violation  of  the 
principles  of  morals  being  productive  of  evil. 
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NoTK. — Tliis  article  of  Dr.  CartMrright's  was  designed  bj  the  Editor  to  follow 
*'  Cotton  is  King/'  bnt  the  copj  was  not  received  until  the  stereotyping  had 
progressed  nearly  to  completion. — Pubusheb. 


It  has  long  been  a  favorite  argument  of  the  abolitionists  to  assert  that  slave 
labor  is  unproductive,  that  the  prevalence  of  slavery  tends  to  diminish  not  only 
the  productions  of  a  country,  but  also  the  value  of  the  lands.  On  this  ground, 
appeals  are  constantly  made  to  the  non-slaveholders  of  the  South,  to  induce  them 
to  abolish  slavery  ;  assigning  as  a  reason,  that  their  lands  would  rise  in  value 
so  as  to  more  than  compensate  the  loss  of  the  slaves. 

That  we  may  be  able  to  ascertain  how  much  truth  there  is  in  this  assertion, 
let  us  refer  to  figures  and  fads.  The  following  deductions  from  the  Beport  of 
the  Auditor  of  Public  Accounts  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  speak  in  a  language 
too  plain  to  be  misunderstood  by  any  one,  and  prove  conclusively,  that^  so  Cur 
at  least  as  the  slave  States  are  concerned,  a  dense  slave  population  gives  the 
highest  value  and  greatest  productiveness  to  every  species  of  property.  Similar 
deductions  might  he  drawn  from  the  Auditors'  Reports  of  every  slave  State  in 
the  Union.  '  Eoitob. 

1.  Annual  Report  of  the  Auditor  of  Public  Aeeounis  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Baton  Rouge,  1859. 

2.  Annual  Report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Education.    Baton  Rouge,  1869. 

3.  Les  Lois  concemant,  les  EooUs  Publique  dons  VEtat  de  la  Louisiane,  1849. 

4.  AgricuUural  Productions  of  Louisiana.     By  Edward  J.  Forstal',  New  Orleans, 

1845. 

5.  Address  of  the  Commissioners  for  ihe  Raising  the  Endowment  of  the  University 

of  the  Souih.    New  Orleans,  1859. 

It  is  much  easier  to  acquire  knowledge  from  things  cognizable 
to  the  senses  than  from  books.  American  civilization  is  founded 
upon  the  laws  of  nature  and  upon  moral  virue.  ^^  Honesty  is  the 
best  policy,'^  says  Washington,  its  founder.  The  laws  of  nature 
arc  discovered  by  observation  and  experience.  A  practical  direc- 
tion is  given  to  them  by  that  species  of  knowedge,  which  is  derived 

(8T5) 
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from  handling  the  objects  of  sense  and  working  upon  the  materials 
the  earth  produces.  Moral  virtue  puts  a  bridle  on  the  evil  pas- 
sions of  the  heart,  and,  at  the  same  time,  infuses  into  it  an  invin- 
cible courage  in  demanding  what  is  right.  A  knowledge  of  nature 
enables  its  possessor  to  bridle  the  natural  forces  of  air,  earth,  fire, 
and  water — ^to  hold  the  reins  and  drive  ahead.  With  its  rail-roads 
and  telegraphs,  American  civilization  is  waging  war  with  time 
and  space,  and,  by  its  moral  power  and  Christian  example,  with 
sin  and  evil.  With  its  labor-saving  machiney,'  its  thirty  millions 
do  more  work  for  God  and  man  than  three  hundred  millions  of 
such  people  as  inhabit  Asia,  Africa,  Central,  and  South  America, 
and  Mexico.  Its  thirty  millions  are  equal  to  any  hundred  millions 
of  most  of  the  governments  of  Europe.  It  is  far  ahead  of  the 
most  enlightened  nations  of  Europe,  because  its  people  are  in  the 
possession  of  all  the  blessings  and  comforts  that  heaven,  through 
nature's  laws,  accord  to  earth's  inhabitants,  while  three-fourths 
of  the  two  hundred  and  fifty  millions  of  Europe  are  writhing  in 
an  artificially  created  purgatory — deprived  of  all  the  good  things 
of  earth.  Whoever  would  catch  up  with  the  annals  of  American 
progress,  fall  into  line  with  American  policy,  and  get  within  the 
influence  of  the  guiding  spirit  of  American  policy,  must  not  de- 
pend upon  libraries  for  information,  or  he  will  be  left  far  behind 
the  age  in  which  he  lives ;  must  look  to  the  statistics  of  the 
churches,  to  the  reports  of  legislative  and  commercial  bodies,  and 
to  the  monthly  reviews  recording  the  principal  transactions  of  the 
busy  world  around  him.  If  he  wants  to  keep  pace  with  the  ex- 
ploits of  mankind  under  European  civilization,  in  cutting  one 
another's  throats,  sacking  cities,  destroying  commerce,  and  laying 
waste  the  smiling  fields  of  agriculture,  the  daily  press  will  give 
the  required  information ;  but  he  can  not  rely  upon  it  for  these 
statistical  details  and  stubborn  facts  which  tell  what  the  Caucasian 
in  America,  aided  by  his  black  man,  Friday,  is  doing  for  Christi- 
anity, for  liberty,  for  civilization,  and  for  the  good  of  the  world. 
Some  of  these  details  are  regarded  as  too  dry  and  uninteresting, 
and  others  too  long  for  admission  in  the  daily  press.  Much  is 
written  and  said  about  the  benefits  of  education.  The  rudiments 
are  alike  important  in  both  kinds  of  civilization,  American  and 
European.  But  after  acquiring  the  rudimentary  knowledge,  the 
paths  of  education  in  the  two  hemispheres  diverge  from  each 
other  at  right  angles.    The  further  the  American  travels  in  the 
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labyrinths  of  that  system  of  edncation,  so  fashionable  in  Earope, 
purposely  designed  to  bury  active  minds  in  the  rubbish  of  past 
ages,  or  tangle  them  in  metaphysical  abstractions  and  hide  from 
them  the  beanty  of  truth  and  the  matter-of-fact  world  around  them, 
the  less  he  is  qualified  to  appreciate  the  blessings  and  benefits  of 
republican  institutions,  and  the  more  apt  he  is  t6  be  found  in 
opposition  to  American  policy.  By  hard  studies  on  subjects  of 
no  practical  importance,  physical  or  moral,  the  European  system 
of  edncation  drives  independence  out  of  the  mind,  and  virtue  out 
of  the  heart,  as  a  pre-requisite  qualification  for  obedience  to 
governments  resting  upon  diplomacy,  falsehood,  artificial  and 
unnatural  distinctions  among  men.  But  in  the  United  States, 
the  various  State  governments  being  founded  on  moral  truths 
and  nature's  laws,  and  not  on  the  opinions  of  a  privileged  order, 
our  system  of  education  should  be  in  harmony  with  our  system 
of  government ;  our  youth  should  be  taught  to  love  virtue  for 
virtue's  sake ;  to  study  nature,  bow  to  her  tenths,  and  to  give  all 
the  homage  that  the  crowned  heads  receive  in  Europe,  to  nature 
and  to  truth.  Our  government  sets  up  no  religious  creed  or 
standard  of  morals,  but  leaves  every  one  perfectly  free  in  religion 
and  morals,  to  be  governed  by  the  Bible  as  Tie  understands  it^ 
provided  he  does  not  trespass  upon  the  rights  of  others.  The 
principal  books  in  our  libraries  give  little  or  no  aid  in  qualifying 
our  youth  for  public  oflSce  or  to  direct  the  legislation  or  policy  of 
a  government  resting  upon  natural  laws.  The  practical  operation 
of  our  system  is  scarcely  anywhere  else  recorded  than  in  church 
history,  gospel  triumph,  legislative  reports,  reviews,  and  pamph- 
lets. There  the  facts  may  be  found,  but  they  are  isolated  and 
disconnected,  teaching  nothing;  but  could  be  made  a  most  potent 
means,  not  only  of  instruction  in  the  practical  operation  of  our 
system  of  government,  but  of  developing  the  human  fisiculties,  if 
introduced  into  our  schools.  They  are  full  of  objects  for  compari- 
son. By  comparison  the  mind  is  taught  the  difference  between 
things ;  comparisons  are  at  the  bottom  of  all  useful  and  practical 
knowledge.  "Kiey  are  suggestive,"  says  Prof.  Agassiz,  "of 
lurther  comparisons.  When  the  objects  of  nature  are  the  subjects 
of  comparison,  the  mind  is  insensibly  led  to  make  new  inquiries, 
is  filled  with  delight  at  every  step  of  progress  it  makes  in  nature's 
ever  young  and  blooming  fields,  and  study  becomes  a  pleasure. 
No  American  knows  what  a  good  country  he  has  got  until  he 
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visits  Europe  and  draws  comparisons  between  the  condition  of 
the  laboring  classes  there,  and  those  at  home.  Even  in  London, 
abont  half  the  people  have  neither  church-room  nor  school-room." 

The  Annual  Report  cf  the  Auditor  of  Publio  aecounis  of 
the  State  of  Louisiana  abounds  with  objects  which  have  only  to 
be  compared  in  their  various  relations  to  one  another  to  give  die 
mind  a  clear  perception  of  the  operation  and  practical  workiqg 
of  some  of  the  most  important  natnral  laws  and  moral  tniths  lying 
at  the  bottom  of  American  civilization .  and  progress.  Withont 
comparisons  they  are  like  hieroglyphical  characters  telling  nothing. 
Comparisons  will  decipher  them  and  make  them  speak  a  language 
full  of  instruction,  which  every  one  can  understand. 

The  more  thorough  the  education  in  European  coU^ea,  or  in 
American  schools  on  a  similar  model,  the  more  'there  will  be  to 
unlearn  before  American  institutions  can  be  understood  or  tbdr 
value  appreciated,  and  the  less  will  the  American  citizen  be  qual- 
ified to  vote  understandingly  at  the  polls.  The  reason  is,  fliat  the 
system  of  education  whicbtlirects  the  policy  of  goverments  found- 
ed upon  artificial  distinctions,  is  firom  necessity  inimical  to  a 
government  founded  upon  natural  distinctions  and  moral  truth. 
Education  on  the  British  model  has  set  the  Korth  against  the 
South,  and  has  waylaid  every  step  of  American  progress,  bom 
the  acquisition  of  Louisiana  to  the  last  foot  of  land  acquired  from 
Mexico  or  the  Indians,  and  it  now  stands  across  the  path  of  the 
all-conquering  march  of  American  civilization  into  Cuba,  Central 
America,  and  Mexico.  The  vicious  system  of  education  founded 
upon  the  European  model  has  almost  reconquered  Massachusetts 
and  several  other  Northern  States,  converting  them,  in  many 
essential  particulars,  into  British  provinces.  The  people  of  the 
North  are  virtuous  and  democratic  at  heart ;  but  they  have  been 
turned  against  their  own  country  and  the  sentiments  which  expe- 
rience teaches  to  be  truths,  the  obvious  benefits  of  negro  slavery, 
for  instance,  by  an  education  essentially  monarchical.  To  sustain 
itself,  American  policy  should  have  its  own  schools,  to  guide  and 
direct  it.  Heretofore  it  has  been  guided  and  directed  almost  en- 
tirely by  the  light  and  knowledge  derived  from  the  great  school 
of  experience,  in  which  the  democratic  masses  are  taught  without 
the  aid  of  other  books  than  the  Bible  and  hymn  book.  In  that 
school  they  learned  that  the  negro  was  not  a  white  man  with  a 
black  skin,  but  a  different  being,  intended  by  nature  to  occupy  a 
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Bnbordinate  place  in  society;  that  school  made  knowa  that  the 
only  place  which  natore  has  qualified  him  to  fill  was  the  place  of  a 
servant.  That  place  was  accordingly  assigned  him  in  the  new 
order  of  civilization  called  American  civilization,  founded  upon 
moral  virtue  and  natural  distinctions,  and  not  upon  artifice  and 
firaud;  upon  nature's  laws  and  God's  truths,  and  liot  upon,  the 
SftUacies  of  human  reason,  as  that  of  Europe.  They  had  not  even 
the  assistance  of  book  education  to  tell  them  that  the  white  man 
bore  the  name  of  Japheth  in  the  Bible,  and  the  negro  that  of 
Oanaan ;  and  that  the  negro's  servile  nature  was  expressed  in  his 
Hebrew  name.  American  theologians  had  not  paid  sufficient 
attention  to  the  Hebrew,  and  could  not  inform  the  American 
reader  that  both  the  Hebrew  Bible  and  its  Greek  translation,  called 
the  Septuagint,  plainly,  and  in  direct  terms,  recognize  two  dasses 
or  races  of  mankind,  one  having  a  black  skin,  and  the  othef  being 
fiur  or  white ;  and  that,  besides  these  two  rac^  it  recognizes  a 
third  race  under  the  term  Shem,  a  name  which  has  no  reference 
to  color ;  but  as  the  other  two  were  plainly  designated  as  v^hitea 
and  hlaeks^  the  inference  is,  that  the  third  class  was  red  (fr  yellow, 
or  of  wi  intermediate  color.  In  the  Septuagint  (the  Bible  which 
our  Saviour  quotes),  jiEthicp  is  the  term  used  to  designate  the 
sons  of  Ham,  a  term  synonymous  with  the  Latin  word  niger^  from 
which  the  Spanish  word  negro  is  derived.  The  Bible  tells  in  unmis- 
takable terms  that  Japheth,  or  the  white  race,  was  to  be  enlarged. 
The  discovery  of  the  western  hemisphere  opened  a  wide  field  for 
the  enlargement  of  the  white  race,  pent  up  for  thousands  of  years 
in  a  little  comer  of  the  eastern  hemisphere.  The  new  hemisphere 
was  found  to  be  inhabited  by  nomads  of  the  race  of  Shem,  neither 
white  nor  black.  The  historical  &ct  is,  that  the  white  race  is  every 
year  efrda/rging  itself  by  dispossessing  the  nomadic  sons  of  Shem, 
found  on  the  American  continent,  of  their  tents,  and  dwelling  in 
them ;  and  that  the  black  race  are  its  servants.  Thus  literally, 
in  accordance  with  the  prophecy,  ^^  Japheth  vnll  he  enlarged^  As 
shall  dwell  in  the  tents  of  Shem,  and  Canaan  (the  negro)  shall 
he  his  servant.^^  The  prophecy  is  not  fulfilled,  but  only  in  process 
of  fulfillment.  It  clearly  points  to  a  new  order  of  civilization,  in 
a  wider  world  for  enlargement  than  the  old,  in  which  the  black 
race  was  to  serve  the  white.  The  will  of  God  that  such  a  new 
order  of  civilization  should  be  established,  in  which  the  negro  and 
white  man  should  mutually  aid  each  other,  and  supply  each  other's 


880  THE   EDUCATION,   LABOR, 

deficiencies,  is  not  only  revealed  in  Hebrew  words,  written  thon- 
sands  of  years  ago,  but  revealed  also  in  the  laws  of  nature,  and 
revealed  by  Ethiop  nowhere  else  lut  in  our  elaveholding  SU»ie$j 
stretching  forth  her  arms  to  Ood.  American  civilization,  founded 
upon  revealed  truth  and  nature's  laws,  puts  the  negro  in  hii 
natural  position,  that  of  subordination  to  the  white  man. 

The  observation  and  experience  of  those  who  founded  a  govern- 
ment resting  on  the  basis  of  moral  truth  and  natural,  instead  of 
artificial  distinctions,  revealed  to  them  the  necessity  of  consigning 
to  the  negro  an  inferior  position,  in  or^er  to  carry  out  that  demo* 
cratic  principle  which  demands  a  place  for  every  thing,  and  eveiy 
thing  in  its  place.  What,  are  called  the  free  States  have  provided 
no  place  for  the  poor  negro.  He  is  an  outcast  and  a  wanderer, 
hurtful  instead  of  helpful  to  society.  Mexico,  Central  and  South 
America,  in  catching  at  the  shadow,  lost  the  substance  of  repub- 
licanism. Republican  government  has  utterly  failed  with  them, 
because  they  fell  into  the  error  of  supposing  that  all  men  of  all 
laces  are  naturally  equal  to  one  another.  The  white  race  in  those 
countries  acting  upon  that  error,  emancipated  the  inferior  negro 
race,  and  amalgamated  with  that  and  with  the  Indian  race.  This 
disregard  of  the  distinctions 'made  by  nature,  between  the  white, 
'black,  and  Indian  races,  was  fatal  to  American  civilization  in 
those  countries. 

Mr.-  Jefferson  never  meant  to  say  that  negroes  were  equal  to 
white  men ;  but  that  white  men,  whether  born  in  England  or 
.  America  were  equal  to  one  another.  Our  fathers  contended  for 
their  own  equality  among  Englishmen,  which  not  being  granted 
to  them,  they  declared  their  independence.  But  scarcely  had 
their  swords  won  that  independence,  when  the  governing  classes 
of  Great  Britain  b^an  to  teach  the  rising  generation,  through  the 
medium  of  books,  schools,  and  colleges,  that  the  democratic  doc- 
trine, which  declared  all  white  men  ^qual  to  one  another,  included 
negroes.  Thus  making  the  learned  world  believe  that  democracy 
and  negro  slavery  are  incompatible— that  there  can  be  no  such 
thing  as  a  democracy,  or  a  government  where  the  people  rule,  so 
long  as  black  people  are  held  in  salvery.  The  schools  not  only 
taught  the  doctrine  that  negro  slavery  is  anti-republican,  but  that 
it  is  a  moral,  social  and  political  evil,  and  soon  it  was  denounced 
from  the  pulpit  as  sin  against  Ood! 

Under  the  influence  of  such  an  education,  imported  from 
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Europe,  the  American  people,  even  in  the  South,  began  to  re- 
gard negro  slavery  as  an  evil — not  from  any  thing  they  saw, 
but  from  what  they  had  been  taught.  Thence 'all  manner  of  ex- 
periments were  made  with  the  negro  to  make  his  condition  bet- 
ter out  of  slavery  than  in  it.  All  of  which  proving  a  failure,  the 
South  took  issue  with  Old  and  New  England  on  the  question  of 
negro  slavery  being  an  evil,  social,  political,  or  moral,  and  called 
for  the  proof.  No  proof  could  be  given  except  that  drawn  from 
England,  from  hearsay  evidence,  and  from  theoretical  teaching  of 
that  system  of  education  designed  to  support  European  despot- 
isms, and  to  destroy  American  republicanism.  This  has  opened 
the  eyes  of  the  South  to  the  necessity  of  establishing  schools  and 
colleges  of  its  own  to  uphold  American  civilization.  The  address 
of  the  commissioners  for  the  raising  of  the  endowment  of  the 
University  of  the  South  commends  it  to  the  attention  of  the 
American  people,  not  as  a  sectional  or  Southern  university,  but 
as  an  American  university,  to  be  the  house  and  home  of  the  spirit 
of  American  civilization — a  dwelling-place  not  lighted  with  fox- 
fire tapers  or  artificial  lights  to  disguise  nature,  as  the  institutions 
of  learning  in  Europe  are,  but  with  the  light  inherent  in  nature's 
truths  and  in  the  revealed  word  of  God,  honestly  translated  and 
interpreted.  Some  schools  to  aid  American  civilization  have 
already  been  established,  but  there  is  a  sad  outcry  for  the  proper 
kind  of  school  books ;  those  of  Old  and  New  England  being  rot- 
ten to  the  core  with  abolitionism  and  with  that  false  democ- 
racy which  would  make  the  rising  generation  believe  that  the 
heroes  of  the  American  Kevolution  fought  for  ruining  the  negro 
by  giving  him  liberty,  fought  to  annul  God's  decrees,  which  made 
him  a  servant  of  servants,  instead  of  fighting  for  the  principle 
asserting  their  own  equality  with  the  lords  of  England  and  the 
crowned  heads  of  Europe.  Fortunately  the  work  before  us,  the 
Report  of  tlie  Auditor  of  the  Pvhlic  Accounts  of  Louisiana^ 
will  answer  very  well  to  supply  the  want  of  a  proper  kind  of 
school  book  to  indoctrinate  beginners  in  the  mysteries  of  the  po- 
litical institutions  of  their  own  country,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
discipline  and  expand  their  minds.  It  is  only  one  of  the  numer- 
ous books  of  its  class,  which  might  be  advantageously  pressed 
into  the  service  of  the  schools  for  a  similar  purpose.  The  statis- 
tics of  the  United  States  Census,  and  De  Bow's  Industrial  Re" 
sources^  and  the  Minutes  of  the  Progress  qf  the  American 
56 
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Churches^  would  prove  a  very  good  beginning  of  a  high  Bchool 
and  college  library.  Oomparisons  being  the  basis  of  aU  useful 
and  practical  knowledge,  in  the  works  just  referred  to,  and  in  the 
auditor's  report  and  others  of  its  class,  will  be  found  ample  mate- 
rials for  comparison.  Comparison  will  infuse  a  soul  into  the  dry 
bones  of  the  facts  and  figures  of  our  religious  and  political  insti- 
tutions, and  make  them  declare  the  hidden  trntlis  of  nature  which 
lie  at  the  bottom  of  American  republicanism,  Christianity,  proff- 
perity,  and  progress.  The  task  of  comparing  will  be  highly  in- 
structive to  the  youthful  mind,  and  at  the  same  time  agreeable  and 
interesting.  As  an  example,  here  is  the  way  a  beginning  is  rec- 
ommended, for  a  comparison  in  secular  affairs. 

Lesson  No.  1. — ^Let  Lesson  No.  1  consist  in  comparing  the 
counties  (or  parishes,  as  they  are  called  in  Louisiana)  having  the 
largest  white  population  and  the  fewest  negroes,  with  those  coun- 
ties having  the  heaviest  negro  population  and  the  fewest  white 
peopliB. 

There  are  five  parishes,  or  counties,  found  in  the  report  of  the 
auditor  of  public  accounts,  in  which  the  white  population  exceeds 
the  negro  slaves  three  to  one.  Let  these  parishes  be  compared 
with  five  others  in  which  the  slave  population  exceeds  the  white 
seven  to  one. 

Table  I,  represents  the  first  class  of  parishes,  and  Table  11,  the 
second.    Thus: 

TABLE  L 

Total  acf^  of  / Population * 

land  owned.  Whites.  Slaves.        Free  Negroes. 

Calcasieu,  -   35,486    -    -    -    -   2,367    -    -    -     947    -    -    -    -   280 

Liyingston,    60,886  -    -    -    .      3,998  -    -    -    1,297 7 

Sabine,  -    .  86,446*  ....  3,686    -    -    -  1,409    -    -    -    -    — 

Vermillion,   73,654  -    -    -    -      3,260  -    -    -    1,378 19 

Winn,  -    .    43,406    ....  4,314    -    -    -  1,007    ....      38 


298,877  17,524  6,038  343 

17,624 


Total  whites  and  slayes, 23,562 

343 


Aggregate  population, 23,905 


*  Beport  of  1857,  for  the  land  in  this  parish. 
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TABLE  U. 


Total  acres  of 
land  owned. 


Whites. 

Carroll,    -    246,582  -    -    •    -2,409  - 
Concordia,  -  318,395     -    -    -    1,384 
Madison,  -    304^494  ....  1,293 
Tensas,-    -323,797     -    -    -    1,265 
W.FeUciana,  230,966  -    -    -    -1,985 


-Population.* 
Slaves. 

-  9,529  - 
-    11,906 

.  9,863  - 
..   13,285 

.10,450  - 


1,224,234 


8,326 


Total  whites  and  slaves, 


55,035 
8,326 

63,361 
407 


Free  Negroes. 

.    -      11 

-    -    328 
.    -    -    68 

407 


Aggregate  population, 63,768 

It  will  be  Been  from  the  above,  that  the  white  population  of  the 
parishes  in  table  I  exceeds  the  slaves  nearly  three  to  one ;  while, 
in  the  parishes  in  table. II,  the  slaves  exceed  the  whites  nearly 
seven  to  one. 

If  the  land  were  divided  equally  among  the  aggregate  popula- 
tion, each  inhabitant  of  the  parishes  in  table  I  would  have  12 
acr^,  and  each  inhabitant  of  the  parishes  in  table  U  would  have 
22  acres'.  Here  lesson  1  ends,  by  proving  that  there  is  not  as 
great  a  demand  for  land,  by  nearly  one  half,  where  the  population 
consists  of  one  white  man  and  seven  negroes.  By  referring  to  a 
map  of  Louisiana,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  territorial  extent  of  the 
parishes  in  table  I  is  much  greater  than  those  in  table  11.  Hence 
it  is  not  for  the  want  of  territory,  that  a  population  consisting  of 
three  whites  to  one  negro,  owns  less  land  by  nearly  one  half,  than 
a  population  consisting  of  seven  n^roes  to  one  white  man. 

Lesson  No.  2. — Lesson  No.  I  requires  the  value  of  the  land 
per  acre,  in  tables  I  and  II,  to  be  ascertained  and  compared,  with 
a  view  of  solving  the  important  problem :  "  Which  gives  the  most 
value  to  land^  a  dense  white  population  with  a  few  negroes^  or  a 
dense  slave  population  with  a  few  white  people  t^^ 

By  referring  to  the  report  of  the  auditor  of  accounts  of  Louisi- 
ana, it  will  be  seen  that  the  assessed  value  of  the  lands  of  the 
parishes  in  table  I  amounts  to  $1,642,073,  or  $5  49  per  acre; 
while  that  of  table  H  amounts  to  $23,446,654,  or  $16  46  per 
acre.    A  population  consisting  of  seven  negro  slaves  to  one  white 
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man,  makes  land  three  times  as  valuable  as  a  population  of  three 
white  men  to  one  negro.  The  comparison  drawn  in  this  lesson, 
puts  a  soul  in  the  dry  bones  of  the  facts  and  figures  contained  in 
the  report  of  the  auditor  of  public  accounts,  and  makes  them  tell 
what  it  is  which  gives  value  to  Southern  land. 

Lesson  No.  8. — ^Let  this  lesson  be  devoted  to  drawing  com- 
parisons to  ascertain :  ^'  Which  pays  the  most  taxes  to  the  State^ 
f/ve parishes  containing  17,524  whites  with  a  few  negroesy  or 
Jive  parishes  containing  less  than  half  the  whites  (8,326)  with  a 
great  many  negroes  f "  By  referring  to  the  report  of  the  auditor 
it  will  be  seen,  that  the  1^,524  whites  of  the  five  parishes  in  table 
I  pay  the  State  only  $25,487,93,  or  less  than  $1  50  each,  while 
the  8,826  whited  in  the  five  parishes  in  table  II  pay  the  State 
9169,900  per  annum,  or  upward  of  $20  each.  The  aggregate 
population  of  the  parishes  in  table  I  pay  only  $1  06  each,  while 
the  aggr^ate  population  of  the  parishes  in  table  II  pay  $2  66 
each.  Eveiy  lliree  whites  and  twenty  negroes  pay  the  State 
961 18.  By  making  a  calculation  it  will  appear  that  it  will  re- 
quire forty-three  whites  and  fifteen  negroes  of  the  parishes  in 
table  I,  to  pay  the  State  as  much  as  three  whites  and  twenty 
negroes  pay  in  the  parishes  in  table  II. 

OoBOLLABT. — ^Thrcc  white  men  with  twenty  negroes,  financially 
considered,  are  worth  as  much  to  the  State  as  forty-throe  white 
men  with,  fifteen  negroes. 

This  strange  truth  meets  a  steady  explanation  in  the  tsLct  found 
in  Lesson  No.  2,  that  in  those  parishes  where  every  three  white 
inhabitants  own  twenty  negroes,  the  land  is  more  than  three 
times  as  valuable  as  in  the  parishes,  where  every  forty-three  of  the 
white  population  possess  only  fifteen  negroes. 

Lbsson  No.  4. — ^In  the  last  lesson  the  truth  was  brought  out 
that  forty-three  white  men  and  fifteen  negroes  are  worth  no  more 
to  the  State,  financially  considered,  than  three  white  men  and 
twenty  negroes.  Let  this  lesson  examine  the  question :  ^'  Whether 
forty 'three  white  men  in  command  of  ff teen  negroes  are  vTorth 
AS  MUCH  to  the  State^  agriculturally  and  commercially  considered^ 
as  three  white  men  in  command  of  twenty  negroes  T^  This  is  a 
bold  question  and  requires  some  calculations.  In  making  the 
calculations  to  base  the  comparisons  upon,  sugar  will  be  estimated 
at  960  per  hogshead ;  molasses  at  97  per  barrel ;  corn  at  91  per 
bushel,  and  cotton  at  940  dollars  per  bale.    At  these  rates  the 
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yalue  of  the  agricnltaral  prodactions  in  the  five  parishes,  where 
the  white  population  is  nearly  three  times  as  great  as  the  negro, 
amounts  to  $146,550,  in  a  population  of  17,524  whites,*  6,038 
negro  slaves,  and  343  free  negroes — the  aggregate  population 
23,905,  which  gives  to  each  inhabitant  $18  68. 

The  value  of  the  agricultural  productions  in  the  five  parishes, 
viz:  Carroll,  Concordia,  Madison,  Tensas,  and  West  Feliciana, 
where  the  negro  slaves  are  nearly  seven  times  as  numerous  as 
the  white  population,  amounts  to  $8,854,770.<  In  other  words, 
55,035  negroes  under  the  command  of  8,326  whites,  in  an  aggre- 
gate population  of  63,768  (407  being  added  for  free  negroes), 
produced  $8,854,770  worth  of  agricultural  products  in  one  year, 
estimating  cotton  at  $40  per  bale,  sugar  $60  per  hogshead,  and 
corn  at  $1  a  bushel ;  this  amount  divided  by  the  aggregate  popu- 
lation gives  each  individual,  black  and  white,  old  and  young, 
$138  87.  Three  whites  in  command  of  twenty  negroes  produce 
$3,194  worth  of  agricultral  products.  This  lesson  was  to  solve 
the  question  whether  forty-three  white  men  in  command  of  fifteen 
negroes  are  worth  as  much  to  the  State,  agriculturally  and  com- 
mercially considered,  as  three  white  men  in  command  of  twenty 
negroes  ?  It  has  been  proved  that  in  those  five  parishes  where 
the  whites  nearly  treble  the  negroes,  each  inhabitant  only  pro- 
duces $18  68.  This  would  give  to  forty-three  white  and  fifteen 
negroes  only  $1,081  70  as  their  share  of  the  value  of  the  agri- 
cultural prodnctions — whereas,  the  share  of  three  whites  and 
twenty  negroes,  in  those  parishes  where  the  negro  population  is 
nearly  seven  to  one  of  the  white,  has  been  ascertained  to  be 
$3,194.  The  student  of  political  economy  is  now  prepared  to 
solve  another  question:  "What  number  of  inhabitants  are  re- 
quired in  those  parishes  where  labor  is  isolated  or  disassociated, 
to  produce  as  much  as  three  white  and  twenty  negroes  produce  in 
those  parishes  where  labor  is  associated  ?  The  answer  is  171 ; 
viz :  113  whites  and  58  negroes.  The  question  is  proved  to  be 
correctly  solved  by  multiplying  171  by  $18  68  which  gives  $1,394 
25,  the  exact  amount  and  a  quarter  over,  that  twenty  negroes  and 
three  whites  produce  in  those  parishes  where  labor  is  associated, 
or  where  the  slave  population  is  nearly  seven  times  more  numer- 
ous than  the  white. 

Lesson  No.  5. — ^Let  two  more  lots  of  parishes  be  compared ; 
one  in  which  the  white  population  is  not  quite  double  that  of  the 
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negro  slaves,  and  the  other  in  which  the  n^ro  slaves  are  not  qnita 
doable  the  nomber  of  the  whites. 


TABLE  nL 
tofteiT  wkUea  exceed  negroes  lest  (hoh  two  to  one. 


Whitet. 

Slaret. 

Free  negroes.     VaL  ag.  prod.'  58 

GjddwcU,  .    2,607-    - 

-    -1,830- 

-    -    -     8-     -    -    -     $121,920 

StTamminj,  2,588    -    - 

.    1,946    - 

.    .      —    ...    -      67,170 

Union,  -    -    7,191  -    - 

-    -'4,154- 

.    .    .     5-    -    -    -      691,641 

Waihington,   2,91(V   -    - 

-    1,551    - 

.    .      10    ...    -      47,532 

Jackion,  -    -  5,220  -    - 

.    -a,803. 

.    .    .     1.    .    .     .      702,742 

20,516 


13,283 


24 


$1,631,005 


Dividing  die  total  valne  of  the  agricaltnral  products  bj  the  ag- 
gr^ate  population,  gives  $48  22  to  each  individual,  as  the  aver- 
age in  five  parishes,  where  the  negro  slaves  are  somewhat  more 
than  half  the  whole  population.  This  is  a  considerable  improve- 
ment  on  the  five  parishes  in  table  I,  where  the  whites  exceed  the 
n^ioes  nearly  three  to  one,  the  average  to  eadi  inhabitant  being 
only  $18  68,  instead  of  $48  22. 

TABLE  IV. 


Whites. 

Slarea.        Free  n^roea.    YaL  ag.  prod.  '58. 

Claabome,  -    -  4,618  - 

-    -      7,003-    -    -      58-    -    -    -    $857,675 

De  Soto,  -    -     4,459    - 

-    -  7,301    ...   29    -    -    -    -    739,945 

Morehouse,     -   3,620- 

.    -      5,468-     -    -      14-    -    -    -       785,370 

Nachitochea,       5,987    - 

-    -  7,939    -    -     -775    -    -    -    -1,120,718 

Caddo,-    .    -  4,073-    . 

.    .     6,978-    -    -     44-    -    -    -    1,056,130 

Boasier,  -    -     3,646    - 

-    -  7,195    .    -    .  11    .    .    .    -1,155,010 

26,403 


40,784 


931 


5,674,848 


The  total  valne  of  the  agricultural  productions,  divided  by  the 
aggregate  population,  68,168,  gives  to  each  inhabitant  $83  25. 
In  table  11  the  aggregate  population  was  63,768,  nearly  seven  ne- 
groes to  one  white  man ;  the  value  of  the  agricultural  products 
divided,  gave  each  $138  07,  instead  of  $83  25.  The  parishes 
of  table  n,  with  an  aggregate  population  of  63,768,  seven  sixths 
of  whom  were  slaves,  produced  $8,854,770  worth  of  agricultural 
products ;  whereas,  the  parishes  of  table  lY,  containing  a  popxda- 
tion  of  68,168,  the  slaves  being  less  than  double  the  number  of 
whites,  produced  tliree  millions  less  of  agricultural  products  than 
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a  smaller  aggregate  population  produced  in  those  parishes  where 
the  negroes  ontnnmbered  the  whites  nearly  seven  to  one. 

The  report  of  the  auditor  of  public  accounts  for  the  year  1859, 
does  not  contain  the  necessary  data  for  making  comparisons  in 
the  parishes  on  the  lower  stem  of  the  Mississippi  river,  by  reason 
of  crevasses  and  other  disastrous  causes.  The  valuable  pamphlet 
of  Edward  J.  Forstale,  on  the  agricultural  products  of  Louisi- 
ana, will  supply  that  deficiency,  though  of  a  much  older  date.  It 
appears  from  Mr.  Forstale,  that,  so  far  back  as  1844,  ^^  on  well 
conducted  estates,  the  average  value  of  sugar  and  molasses,  per 
slave,  was  $237  50,  estimating  sugar  at  4  cents,  and  molasses  at 
15  cents,"  while  the  general  average  in  the  sugar  district,  per 
slave,  was,  in  the  year  1844,  only  $150  31,  from  which  he  de- 
ducted $75  for  expenses.  By  examining  his  Monograph,  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  sugar  and  molasses  was  pro- 
duced in  those  parishes  having  the  heaviest  negro  population  in 
proportion  to  the  white.  Thud,  St.  Martin's,  with  a  total  popula- 
tion more  than  three  times  as  large  as  St.  Charles,  and  with  a 
negro  population  more  than  twice  as  numerous,  produced,  in 
1844,  only  5,000  hogsheads,  while  St.  Charles  produced  upward 
of  12,000.  The  white  population  of  St.  Charles  is  only  883, 
while  that  of  the  slaves  is  3,769.  The  white  population  of  St. 
Martin  is  6,400,  and  the  negro  population  8,200.  Assumption 
and  Ascension  are  adjoining  parishes.  Assumption  contains 
more  than  three  thousand  whites,  and  three  hundred  slaves  over 
and  above  the  population  of  Ascension.  It  has  more  land  than 
Ascension,  yet  it  pays  $2,200  less  taxes  on  lands  than  Ascension, 
and  its  gross  taxes  are  $1,500  less  than  Ascension.  The  value 
of  its  agricultural  products  is  likewise  less.     * 

These  lessons  by  comparison  might  be  indefinitely  extended,  by 
dropping  the  report  of  the  auditor  of  public  accounts  of  Louisi- 
ana, and  taking  up  the  statistics  of  the  churches,  and  the  last 
United  States  census.  The  statistics  of  the  American  churches 
prove  that  the  slaveholding  States  contain  more  Christian  com- 
municants, in  proportion  to  the  population,  including  black  and 
white,  than  the  non-slaveholding — South  Carolina  more  than 
Massachusetts,  Virginia  more  than  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky  more 
than  Ohio.  The  report  proves  that  in  the  cotton  and  sugar  region, 
the  white  people  who  have  few  or  no  negroes,  are  poor  and  help- 
less, but  when  supplied  with  seven  times  their  own  number  of 
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negroes,  they  are  the  richest  and  moet  powerful  agricaltoral  peo- 
ple on  the  earth.  The  censas  will  prove  that  the  landed  property 
of  those  who  are  thns  supplied  with  from  three  to  seven  times  their 
own  number  of  n^roes,  if  sold  at  its  assessed  value,  and  the 
proceeds  of  sales  divided  equally  among  all  the  inhabitants,  black 
and  white,  each  individual  would  have  a  larger  sum  than  any 
Pennsylvanian,  New  Yorker,  or  New  Englander,  would  have,  if 
the  land  in  the  richest  counties  were  sold  at  its  assessed  value, 
and  the  proceeds  of  sales  divided  equally  among  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  said  county.  For  instance,  if  the  land  in  some  of  the 
richest  counties  of  Pennsylvania,  say  Adams,  Berks,  Centre, 
Chester,  and  Washington,  were  all  sold,  and  the  proceeds  divided 
among  the  inhabitants,  each  individual  would  have  only  about 
half  as  much  as  each  n^ro  and  white  man  would  have,  if  the 
lands  of  Carroll,  Madison,  Concordia,  and  Tensas,  where  the  ne- 
groes outnutnber  the  whites  seven  to  one,  were  all  sold,  and  the 
proceeds  equally  divided  among  blacks  and  whites. 

Comparisons,  instituted  upon  the  data  furnished  by  the  United 
States  census,  will  show  that  what  Virginia  wants  is  more  negroeSj 
and  what  Pennsylvania  wants  is  more  white  laborere.  In  some 
counties  in  Pennsylvania,  Cambria  and  Carbon  for  instance,  the 
land,  if  sold  and  proceeds  divided,  would  not  give  each  inhabi- 
tant $75  a  piece,  the  most  of  the  land  being  uncultivated  for  want 
of  laborers.  Ohio,  Wyoming,  and  Nicholas  counties,  in  Yirginia, 
with  an  aggregate  population  exceeding  thirty  thousand,  have  only 
222  negro  slaves.  The  land,  if  sold  and  divided,  would  not  give 
each  inhabitant  one  hundred  dollars.  In  Accomac,  Albemarle, 
York,  Prince  Edward,  and  Prince  George,  the  n^ro  population 
is  about  equal  to  th^  white.  The  land,  if-  sold  and  equally  divided, 
would  give  each  individual  from  $150  to  $220,  which  is  neariy  as 
much  as  the  inhabitants  of  the  best  counties  of  Pennsylvania 
would  have  from  the  proceeds  of  sales  of  these  lands.  Land,  per 
acre,  is  cheaper  in  Yirginia  than  in  Pennsylvania,  because  mudi 
the  largest  portion  of  the  Yirginia  lands  are  unimproved  for  the 
want  of  laborers,  while  the  largest  portion  of  the  Pennsylvania 
lands  are  under  cultivation.  The  cotton  States  and  Louisiana  are 
sucking  the  life-blood  out  of  Yirginia  by  draining  that  noble  old 
State  of  her  agricultural  laborers.  The  high  price  of  negroes  is 
ruining  Yirginia.  In  Sussex,  Southampton,  Northampton,  and 
many  other  counties,  which  send  most  negroes  to  the  cotton  States, 
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the  inhabitants  have  lost  more  in  the  fall  in  the  price  of  their  land, 
than  thej  have  gained  in  the  high  price  they  got  for  their  negroes. 
The  land,  if  sold  and  divided,  would  give  each  individual  only 
fifty-seven  dollars,  less  than  three  dollars  an  acre.  Oxford  is 
Great  Britain's  eye,  or  rather  the  telescope  which  is  used  to  see 
afar  off,  to  direct  British  policy.  Mr.  Jefferson  saw  the  import* 
ance  of  a  university  of  the  first  class,  to  be  used  as  a  telescope  to 
look  into  the  distance,  to  direct  Virginia,  or  what  ought  to  be  the 
same  thing,  American  policy,  as  Oxford  directs  British  policy. 
Hence  he  devoted  the  latter  years  of  his  life  to  establishing  an  in- 
stitution for  that  very  purpose. 

Long  before  the  West  India  emancipation  act  was  passed,  it 
was  known  by  the  learned  graduates  and  fellows  of  Oxford,  that 
negroes  would  not  work  as  free  laborers;  and  that  their  emanci- 
pation would  ruin  the  British  West  Indies.  British  policy,  how- 
ever, to  build  up  India,  imperatively  demanded  the  sacrifice  to  be 
made,  as  Kussian  policy  demanded  the  sacrifice  of  Moscow.  The 
African  race  fornished  the  only  laborers,  who  could  compete  with 
the  Mongolian  race  in  producing  the  rich  products  of  tropical  agri- 
culture. Great  Britain  had  a  hundred  and  fifty  millions  of  the 
bronze  and  yellow-skin  Asiatics  under  her  command,  and  only 
wanted  the  black-skin  Aft'icans  out  of  the  way,  to  monopolize 
tropical  agriculture.  To  carry  out  the  British  policy  of  becoming, 
not  only  mistress  of  the  seas,  but  mistress  of  the  boundless  wealth 
of  tropical  and  tropicoid  climates,  the  learned  graduates  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  raised  a  hue  and  cry  against  the  inhumanity  of 
the  middle  passage.  So  little  truth  was  there  in  it,  that  when  the 
committee  of  the  United  States  Senate,  appointed  to  consider  the 
causes  of  the  mortality  prevailing  on  emigrant  ships  &om  Europe 
to  this  country,  and  the  means  for  the  better  protection  of  the 
health  of  the  passengers,  did  me  the  honor  in  1854  to  request  my 
views  on  the  subject,  I  replied  (see  "  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  XT.  S.  Senate  on  the  Sickness  and  Mortality  on  Em- 
igrant Ships^^^  pages  119-144 — ^Washington,  1854),  recommend- 
ing certain  rules  to  be  adopted  to  preserve  the  health  and  ame- 
liorate the  condition  of  emigrants  on  shipboard,  which  appeared  to 
me  to  be  the  best.  But,  subsequently,  a  little  volume  fell  into  my 
hands  containing  the  rules  of  the  African  slave-traders,  half  a 
centuiy  ago,  which  were  so  mu(;h  better  than  those  I  had  recom- 
mended, I  called  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Senate^s  com- 
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mittce,  the  Hon.  Hamilton  Fish,  to  them,  advising  bim  by  all  means 
to  adopt  the  African  slave-traders'  mles,  if  he  had  any  regard  for 
the  health  and  comfort  of  the  European  emigrants.  In  the  latter 
part  of  the  last  centniy  no  one  pretended,  as  now,  that  the  negro 
lost  any  thing  by  exchanging  slavery  in  Africa  for  the  more  benign 
system  of  slavery  in  America.  Bat  it  was  the  imaginary  suffer- 
ings on  die  middle  passage,  which  brought  humanity  with  her  eyes 
shut  to  lend  to  British  policy  a  helping  hand  to  close  Africa  and 
prevent  her  sable  sons  from  exchanging  their  barbarous  masters 
for  civilized  ones.  America  consented  to  that  policy.  The  South- 
em  tobacco-planters,  believing  they  had  as  many  negroes  as  the 
cultivation  of  tobacco  required,  had  petitioned  the  king  before  the 
Bevolution,  to  close  the  African  slave  trade.  He  did  not  do  it. 
After  the  Bevolution  it  was  not  only  dosed,  but  declared 
to  be  piracy,  by  the  federal  government.  The  policy  which 
closed  it  may  have  been  good  policy  or  bad  at  that  time.  It 
soon  gave  the  non-slaveholding  States  the  ascendency  in  the 
Union.  The  question,  whether  they  shall  retain  tb&t  ascendency, 
will  depend  very  much  upon  whether  they  continue  to  abuse 
the  power  they  acquired  over  the  South  by  cutting  off  the  sup- 
ply of  Southern  laborers.  Having  ascertained  that  the  negro 
would  not  work  as  a  free  man,  the  next  move  of  British  policy 
was,  to  set  those  free  who  were  already  in  America.  All  parties 
in  England,  some  by  one  artifice  and  some  by  another,  were 
ultimately  led  to  promote  the  British  policy  of  negro  abolitionism. 
From  England  it  was  brought  over  to  the  United  States,  took 
root  and  grew  so  rapidly  as  soon  to  become  a  most  disturbing 
element  in  both  church  and  state.  We  had  no  colleges  at  the 
North,  and  scarcely  any  churches  which  knew  the  advantages 
humanity  and  Christianity  derived  from  the  mutual  aid  the  black 
and  white  races  afford  each  other.  The  most  of  them  are  and 
were  virtually  European  colleges  located  in  America.  This  has 
enabled  those  learned  men  in  Great  Britain,  who  guide  and  direct 
British  policy,  to  make  a  nose  of  wax  of  the  great  body  of  the 
educated  classes  in  the  United  States.  The  prominence  given  to 
the  Latin  language,  to  the  neglect  of  the  Greek  and  Hebrew,  in 
our  schools  and  colleges,  has  greatly  tended  to  fill  the  heads  of 
the  students  with  monarchical  ideas,  and  to  prevent  them  from 
understanding  and  appreciating  the  institutions  of  their  own 
country.    The  study  of  Homer  and  the  Greek  classics  favors 
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genuine  republicanism,  by  fostering  a  high-toned  moral  virtue, 
and  by  creating  a  love  for  nature  and  for  political  institutions 
founded  upon  her  laws ;  while  the  study  of  Virgil,  and  other  Latin 
text-books,  used  in  our  schools  and  colleges,  has  a  strong  tendency 
to  lead  to  a  sickly  sentimental  admiration  for  nominal  instead  of 
real  freedom,  and  for  governments  founded  upon  usurpations  and 
artificial  distinctions,  as  that  of  the  Csesars  was,  and  as  that  of 
Great  Britain  is.    There  is  as  much  difference  between  Homer 
and  Virgil  as  between  nature  and  art.    The  Latin,  being  a  de- 
rivative language,  and  of  very  little  use,  would  long  since  have 
been  banished  from  the  schools,  but  for  the  aid  monarchy  derives 
from  its  binding  men  of  letters,  as  Virgil  bound  the  Muses,  to 
the  footstool  of  thrones,  to  flatter  the  frail  humanity  thereon  with 
the  incense  of  divine  honors.    Homer's  Muses,  like  true  Ameri- 
cans, pay  no  higher  honors  to  the  diadem  on  the  king's  head 
than  to  the  gaudy  plumage  of  the  peacock's  tail.    Young  America 
would  derive  great  advantages  from  an  intimate  acquaintance  with 
Homer.    He  wrote  in  a  language  which  gives  to  all  the  arts  and 
sciences  their  technical  terms.    Hence,  the  previous  study  of  the 
Greek  makes  the  acquaintance  of  the  various  sciences  compara- 
tively easy  to  the  learner.    The  Greek  and  Hebrew  being  original 
languages,  can  be-  acquired  in  much  less  time  than  the  Latin, 
which  is  a  derivative  language.    It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  great 
University  of  the  South,  about  to  be  established  on  the  cool  and 
salubrious  plateau  of  the  Cumberland  Mountains,  if  it  does  not 
banish  Latin,  will  at  least  give  a  greater  degree  of  prominence 
to  the  Greek  and  Hebrew,  the  two  languages  in  which  the  Scrip- 
tures were  originaHy  written.    By  comparing  ^^  I^  Annnal 
Beport  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Education^  1859,  with 
^'^  Les  Lois  concemant  lee  Ecolee  Pvblique  dans  VEtat  de  la 
Louisiane^  1849,"  it  will  be  perceived,  that  the  New  England  sys- 
tem of  public  education  is  not  adapted  to  Louisiana  and  the  South. 
The  laws  are  excellent,  if  the  system  itself  was  in  confoi*mity  to 
the  spirit  of  our  political  institutions.    After  ten  years'  trial,  we 
learn  from  the  Beport  of  the  Superintendent,  that  they  can  not 
be  carried  out,  as  no  laws  can  be,  which  are  theoretical,  burden- 
some, troublesome,  expensive,  and  void  of  practical  benefits.     If 
a  law  were  passed  by  the  State  of  Louisiana  appropriating  three 
hundred  thousand  dollars  per  annum  to  furnishing  every  family 
with  a  loaf  of  bread  every  day,  it  could  not  be  executed.    More 
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than  half  the  families  would  not  accept  the  bread.  The  Report 
of  the  SaperiDtendcnt  of  Public  Education  proves  that  more  than 
half  the  families  in  Louisiana  will  not  accept  of  the  mental  food 
the  State  offers  to  their  children.  Some  parishes  will  not  receive 
any  of  it.  Tensas,  for  instance,  which  is  taxed  $16,000  for  the 
support  of  public  schools,  has  ^^  not  a  single  public  school,"  says 
the  Beport,  ^4n  it,  yet  nearly  every  planter  has  a  school  in  his 
own  house."  -  The  truth  is,  that  government  does  more  harm 
than  good  by  interfering  with  the  domestic  concerns  of  our  peo> 
pie.  If  let  alone,  they  would  not  need  governmental  aid  in 
furnishing  food  for  either  the  body  or  the  mind.  The  South 
would  have  been  far  ahead  in  education,  manufactures,  and 
internal  improvements,  if  the  federal  government  had  not  inter- 
fered, to  shut  out  the  only  kind  of  laborers  who  can  labor  in  the 
cane  and  cotton  field  and  live.  The  system  of  public  education, 
all  admit,  has  failed  in  the  country,  but,  it  is  asserted,  has  suc- 
ceeded very  well  in  New  Orleans.  If  the  tree  be  judged  by  its 
firuits  it  is  poisonous  instead  of  salutary,  to  republican  institutions, 
in  our  great  cities.  K  the  boys  whom  it  has  taught  to  read  novels, 
had  been  put  to  trades,  they  could  not  have  been  driven  away 
firom  the  polls  after  they  had  grown  to  be  men.  There  has  been 
virtually  no  election  in  New  Orleans,  and  in  many  of  our  large 
dtieS)  for  the  last  five  or  six  years ;  whether  fix>m  fear  or  indif- 
ference, it  proves  that  the  system  of  education  is  defective. 
America  wants  a  University  to  raise  the  standard  of  morals, 
manners,  and  learning,  so  high,  that  eveiy  individual  will  be 
as  secure  from  personal  violence  at  the  sacred  ballot-box,  as  at 
the  church  altar.  America  wants  schools  to  raise  the  standard 
of  moral  virtue  so  high,  that  every  American  citizen,  naturalized 
or  native,  may  confidently  rely  upon  government  putting  forth 
its  whole  power  to  protect  him  in  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  an  American  citizen,  both  at  home  and  abroad. 
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BY  THE  EDITOR. 


Hayihq  thuB  finished  onr  labors,  and  embodied  in  this  work 
a  range  of  discussion  on  slavery,  occupying  the  whole  ground,  we 
have  a  word  to  say  to  those  who  are  engaged  in  fomenting  these 
mad  schemes  of  the  abolitionists.  We  ask  you  candidly  and  dis- 
passionately to  compare  the  spirit,  tone,  and  style  of  argument 
in  the  work  before  you,  with  the  writings  and  speeches  of  the 
anti-slavery  propagandists,  such  as  Cheever,  Channing,  Wendell 
Phillips,  and  Sherman^s  protege.  In  unsparing  and  vituperative 
denunciation  they  certainly  excel ;  but  are  they  not  filled  with  the 
most  gross  exaggerations  and  misrepresentations,  not  to  say  willful 
fidsehoods.  Nowhere  do  you  find  that  Christian  candor  and  fSur- 
ness  of  argument,  that  should  characterize  the  search  after  truth, 
but  in  their  stead  only  positive  assertions,  and  inflammatory 
appeals  to  the  most  vindictive  passions  of  human  nature. 

In  this  crusade  of  the  North  against  the  South,  there  is  a  most 
unwarrantable  and  impertinent  interference  with  the  concerns  of 
others,  that  ought  to  be  most  sternly  rebuked ;  and  it  is  one  of 
the  encouraging  signs  of  the  times,  that  the  Southern  people  are 
at  last  roused  from  their  inaction,  and  aro_  vigorously  engaged 
in  adopting  means  of  seli-protection.  >^Many,  however,  in  the 
North  are  engaged  in  this  crusade  in  order  to  divert  attention 
from  their  own  plague-spot — AoRABiAinsic.  We  all  recollect  the 
Patroon  of  Albany  and  the  Van  Bensellaer  mobs, — ^the  Fourerism 
and  Socialism  of  the  free  States,  and  the  ever-active  antagonism 
of  labor  and  capital.  They  are  like  the  fleeing  burglar,  who, 
more  loudly  than  his  pursuers,  cries  stop  thief  I  For  the  time 
perhaps  they  have  succeeded  in  hounding  on  the  rabble  in  full 
cry  after  the  South,  and  in  diverting  attention  from  themselves. 
But  how  will  they  fare  in  the  end  ?  It  is  said  of  a  certain  animal, 
that  when  once  it  has  tasted  human  blood  it  never  relinquishes 
the  chase ;  so  when  the  mob  shall  have  tasted  the  sweets  of  plun- 
der and  rapine  in  their  raids  upon  the  South,  will  they  spare  the 

hoarded  millions  of  the  money-princes  and  nabobs  of  the  North  t 
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Are  there  not  thoasands.of  needy  and  thriftless  adventurers,  or 
of  starving  and  vicious  poor,  in  the  free  States  and  cities  of  the 
North,  who  Look  with  ill-concealed  envy,  or  with  gloating  rapacify, 
on  the  prosperity  and  wealth  of  the  aristocrats,  as  they  term  them, 
of  the  spindle  and  loom,  and  of  the  counting-house  i  Ye  capital- 
ists, ye  merchant  princes,  ye  master  manufacturers,  you  may 
excite  to  frenzy  your  Jacobin  clubs,  you  may  demoralize  their 
minds  of  all  ideas  of  right  and  wrong,  but  remember  I  the  guUo- 
tine  is  suspended  over  your  own  necks !  1  The  agrarian  doctrines 
will  ere  long  be  applied  to  yourselves,  for  with  whatsoever 
measure  ye  mete,  it  shall  be  measured  to  you  again. 

Ye  who  profess  to  be  the  ministers  of  the  Prince  of  peace,  yet 
are  engaged  in  preaching  Sharp's  rifles,  or  Brown's  pikea ;  who 
teach  that  murder  is  no  crime,  if  committed  by  a  slave  upon  his 
best  friend,  his  master ;  that  midnight  incendiarism  is  meritori- 
ous ;  that  the  breach  of  every  command  in  the  decalogue  is  com- 
mendable, if  perpetrated  under  the  guise  of  abolition  philan- 
tihropy ;  who  claim  to  possess  a  ^^  higher  law "  than  the  law  of 
Qod ;  in  fine,  who  preach  every  thing  except  Jesus  Christ,  and 
him  crucified ;  how  shall  you  escape  the  sentence  of  holy  writ : 
^'  If  any  man  shall  add  unto  these  things,  God  shall  add  unto  him 
all  the  plagues  that  are  written  in  this  book ;  and  if  any  man 
shall  take  away  from  the  words  of  the  book  of  this  prophecy, 
God  shall  take  away  his  part  out  of  the  book  of  life,  and  out  of 
the  holy  city,  and  firom  the  things  which  are  written  in  this  book." 

Ye  politicians,  who,  for  the  sake  of  place,  power,  and  the 
spoils  of  office,  are  engaged  in  alienating  the  Teelings  of  both 
sections  of  our  Union ;  in  producing  division  in  our  national 
councils ;  whose  course  is  fast  bringing  about  the  dissolution  of 
our  Union ;  to  whose  skirts  will  ding  the  blood  of  the  martyrs 
of  liberty,  so  vainly  shed  ? 

Ye  people  of  the  North,  our  brothers  by  blood,  by  political  as- 
sociations, by  a  community  of  interest;  why  will  ye  be  led  away 
by  a  cruel  and  misguided  philanthropy,  or  by  designing  dema- 
gogues !  why  will  ye  strive  to  inflict  the  most  irreparable  injury 
upon  the  objects  of  your  misplaced  sympathy  ?  reduce  to  ruins 
this  fair  fabric  of  liberty,  and  this  happy  land  to  desolation? 
Your  own  leaders  acknowledge  that,  hitherto,  your  agitation,  far 
from  bettering  the  condition  of  the  slaves,  has  only  made  it  worse; 
and  in  some  respects  this  is  true.    So  long  as  you  confine  your 
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selves  to  making  or  hearing  abolition  speeches,  or  forming  among 
jonrselves  anti-slavery  societies ;  so  long  as  you  confine  the  agi- 
tation to  yourselves,  yon  neither  injure  nor  benefit  the  slaves ; 
your  exuberant  philanthropy  escapes  through  the  safety-valve  in  y 
the  shape  of  gas.  But  when  you  attempt  to  circulate  among  / 
them  incendiary  documents,  intended  to  render  them  unhappy, 
and  discontented  with  their  lot,  it  becomes  our  duty  to  protect 
them  against  your  machinations.  This  is  the  sole  reason  why 
most,  if  not  all  the  slave  States,  have  forbidden  the  slaves  to  be 
taught  to  read.  But  for  your  interference,  most  of  our  slaves 
would  now  have  been  able  to  read  the  word  of  Grod  for  them- 
selves, instead  of  being  dependent,  as  they  now  are,  on  that  oral 
instruction,  which  is  now  so  generally  afforded  them.  When  em- 
issaries come  among  them,  to  give  them  oral  instruction  different 
from  that  contained  in  the  word  of  Ood,  instead  of  abridging 
the  privileges  of  the  slave,  we  deal  directly  with  the  emissary, 
and  justly,  too  ;  for  wo  are  acting  not  only  in  self-defense,  but  we 
are  guarding  this  dependent  race,  committed  by  God  to  our  care, 
from  those  malign  influences  which  would  work  evil,  not  only  to 
us,  but  to  themselves,  also.  Oould  you  succeed  in  your  efforts-^- 
which  you  will  find  to  be  impossible — ^as  the  red  republicans  did 
in  St.  Domingo,  or  as  the  English  abolitionists  did  in  Jamaica  and 
Barbadoes,  so  far  firom  having  bettered  the  condition  of  the  blacks, 
you  would  have  inflicted  on  them  an  irreparable  injury.  But 
of  thi9  you  will  soon  have  an  opportunity  of  satisfying  yourselves. 
We  have  among  us  a  few  hundred  thousand  of  this  race,  who 
have  been  emancipated  through  a  milstaken  philanthropy,  and 
who,  though  not  injurious,  are  almost  useless  to  us;  these  we 
have  concluded  to  colonize  among  you,  that  your  lecturers,  while 
lauding  the  black  man  as  being  far  superior  to  the  white  race, 
may  never  be  in  want  of  a  specimen  of  the  genuine  article,  to 
point  to,  as  a  proof  of  the  truth  of  their  arguments.  Some  of 
the  slave  States — and  most,  if  not  all  of  them,  will  pursue  the 
same  policy — have  already  passed  laws  for  the  removal  of  the 
firee  blacks  from  their  borders,  but  allowing  them  the  option  of 
remaining,  by  choosing  their  masters,  and.  returning  to  a  state  of 
servitude ;  and  strange  as  you  may  think  it,  many  have  already 
done  so,  in  preference  to  going  among  their  friends,  the  abolition- 
ists. This  is  done,  not  so  much  because  we  wish  to  be  rid  of  this 
heterogeneous  element  of  our  population,  for  at  worst,  they  are, 
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mih  us^  onl  J  A  kind  of  hannleat  dead  wei^U  but  because 
wish  to  send  tbem  Xcftfa  as  mimooaries,  to  oooTert  the  abolitioii- 
itta  and  free  soilers.  If  we  may  judge  from  the  census  and  Toies 
in  the  diflefrent  counties  in  Ohio,  the  experiment  will  be  entirelj 
snooe^foL,  as  those  counties  haTing  the  largest  Uack  popnlalinn, 
voted,  in  1S59,  against  the  anti-daTery  ticket^  whilst  those  which 
Toted  tcpr  it,  possess  but  a  meagre  black  population.  Is  this  be- 
cause an  intimate  acquaintance  with  the  n^ro,  convinces  die  com- 
munity that  freedom  is  not  the  normal  or  proper  condition  for 
him ;  or  is  it  because  he  prefers  to  reside  amongst  those  who 
make  least  |»etensions  c(  friendship  for  him !  The  anti-slaTeiy 
men  may  take  either  horn  of  the  dilemma. 
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*  [Ebbata. — The  following  points  decided  in  the  Dred  Soott  Case,  were  omitted  bj  mis- 
take, at  the  close  of  that  document,  and  the  error  not  discovered  until  the  whole  work  had 
gone  through  the  press.  The  proper  place  for  them  is  a(  the  close  of  the  Dred  S<N)tt 
document.] 


POINTS  DECIDED. 


I. 

1.  Upon  a  writ  of  error  to  a  Circait  Court  of  the  United  States,  the  transcript 
of  the  record  of  all  the  proceedings  in  the  case  is  brought  before  this  court,  and 
is  open  to  its  inspection  and  revision. 

2.  When  a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction,  in  abatement,  is  overruled  by  the  court 
upon  demurrer,  and  the  defendant  pleads  in  bar,  and  upon  these  pleas'the  final 
judgment  of  the  court  is  in  his  favor — if  the  plaintiff  brings  a  writ  of  error,  the 
judgment  of  the  court  upon  the  plea  in  abatement  is  before  this  court,  although 
it  was  in  favor  of  the.  plain  tiff — and  if  the  court  erred  in  "overruling  it,  the  judg- 
ment must  be  reversed,  and  a  mandate  issued  to  the  Circuit  Court  to  dismiss 
the  case  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

3.  In  the  Circuit  Courts  of  the  United  States,  the  record  must  show  that  the 
case  is  one  in  which  bj  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  the 
court  had  jurisdiction — and  if  this  does  not  appear,  and  the  court  gives  judg- 
ment either  for  plaintiff  or  difendant,  it  is  error,  and  the  judgment  must  be  re- 
versed bv  this  court — and  the  parties  cannot  by  consent  waive  the  objection  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit  Court. 

4.  A  free  negro  of  the  African  race,  whose  ancestois  were  brought  to  this 
country  and  sold  as  slaves,  is  not  a  "citizen"  within  the  meaning  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States. 

5.  When  the  Constitution  was  adopted,  they  were  not  regarded  in  any  of  the 
States  as  members  of  the  community  which  constituted  the  State,  and  were  not 
numbered  among  its  "  people  or  citizens."  Consequently,  the  special  rights  and 
immunities  guaranteed  to  citizens  do  not  apply  to  them.  And  not  being  ''citi- 
zens "  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution,  they  are  not  entitled  to  sue  in 
that  character  in  a  court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Circuit  Court  has  not  ju- 
risdiction in  such  a  suit 

6.  The  only  two  clauses  in  the  Constitution  which  point  to  this  race,  treat 
them  as  persons  whom  it  was  morally  lawful  to  deal  in  as  articles  of  property 
and  to  hold  as  slaves. 

7.  Since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  no  State  can 
by  any  subsequent  law  make  a  foreigner  or  any  other,  description  of  persons 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  nor  entitle  them  to  the  rights  and  privileges  se- 
cured to  citizens  by  that  instrument 

8.  A  State,  by  its  laws  passed  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  may 
put  a  foreigner  or  any  other  description  of  persons  upon  a  footing  with  its  own 
citizens,  as  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  enjoyed  by  them  within  its  dominion, 
and  by  its  laws.  But  that  will  not  make  him  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
nor  entitle  him  to  sue  in  its  courts,  nor  to  any  of  the  privileges  and  immunities 
of  a  citizen  in  another  State. 
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9.  The  change  in  public  opinion  and  feeling  in  relation  to  the  African  race, 
which  has  taken  place  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  cannot  change  its 
construction  and  moaning,  and  it  must  be  construed  and  administered  now  ac- 
cording to  its  true  meaning  and  intention  when  it  was  formed  and  adopted. 

10.  The  plaintiff  having  admitted,  by  his  demurrer  to  the  plea  in  abatement, 
that  his  ancestors  were  imported  from  Africa  and  sold  as  slaves,  he  is  not  a  citi- 
zen of  the  State  of  Missouri  according  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  was  not  entitled  to  sue  in  that  character  in  the  Circuit  Court. 

11.  This  being  the  case,  the  judgment  of  the  court  below,  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiff  on  the  plea  in  abatement^  was  erroneous. 

II. 

1.  But  if  the  plea  in  abatement  is  not  brought  up  by  this  writ  of  error,  the  ob- 
jection to  the  citizenship  of  the  plaintiff  is  still  apparent  on  the  record,  as  he 
himself,  in  making  out  his  case,  states  that  he  is  of  African  descent,  -was  bom  a 
slave,  and  claims  that  he  and  his  family  became  entitled  to  freedom  by  being 
taken  by  their  owner  to  reside  in  a  territory  where  slavery  is  prohibited  by  act 
of  Congress — and  that^  in  addition  to  this  claim,  he  himself  became  entitled 
to  freedom  by  being  taken  to  Rock  Island,  in  the  State  of  Illinois — and  being 
free  when  he  was  brought  back  to  Missouri,  he  was  by  the  laws  of  that  State  a 
citizen. 

2.  If,  therefore,  the  facts  he  states  do  not  give  him  or  his  family  a  right  to 
freedom,  the  plaintiff  is  still  a  slave,  and  not  entitled  to  sue  as  a  "  citizen,"  and 
the  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court  was  erroneous  on  that  ground  also,  without 
any  reference  to  the  plea  in  abatement 

3.  The  Circuit  Court  can  give  no  judgment  for  plaintiff  or  defendant  in  a  case 
where  it  has  not  jurisdiction,  no  matter  whether  there  be  a  plea  in  abatement  or 
not  An4  unless  it  appears  upon  the  face  of  the  record,  when  brought  here  by 
writ  of  error,  that  the  Circuit  Court  had  jurisdiction,  the  judgment  must  be  re- 
versed. 

The  case  of  Capron  v.  Van  Noorden  (2  Cranch,  126)  examined,  and  the  prin- 
ciples thereby  decided,  reaffirmed. 

4.  When  the  record,  as  brought  here  by  writ  of  error,  does  not  show  that  the 
Circuit  Court  had  jurisdiction,  this  court  has  jurisdiction  to-  revise  and  correct 
the  error,  like  any  other  error  in  the  court  below.  It  does  not  and  cannot  dis- 
miss the  case  for  want  of  jurisdiction  here ;  for  that  would  leave  the  erroneous 
judgment  of  the  court  below  in  full  force,  and  the  party  injured  without  rem- 
edy. But  it  must  reverse  the  judgment,  and,  as  in  any  other  case  of  reversal, 
send  a  mandate  to  the  Circuit  Court  to  conform  its  judgment  to  the  opinion  of 
this  court 

5.  The  difference  of  the  jurisdiction  in  this  court  in  the  cases  of  writs  of 
error  to  State  courts  and  to  Circuit  Courts  of  the  United  States,  pointed  out ; 
and  the  mistakes  made  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court  in  the  latter  case,  by 
confounding  it  with  its  limited  jurisdiction  in  the  former. 

6.  If  the  court  reverses  a  judgment  upon  the  ground  that  it  appears  by  a  par- 
ticular part  of  the  record  that  the  Circuit  Court  had  not  jurisdiction,  it  does  not 
take  away  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court  to  examine  into  and  correct,  by  a  re- 
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versa!  of  the  judgment,  any  other  errors,  either  as  to  the  jarisdiction  or  any 
other  matter,  where  it  appears  from  other  parts  of  the  record  that  the  Circait 
Coart  had  fallen  into  error.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  the  daily  and  familiar  prac- 
tice of  this  court  to  reverse  on  several  grounds,  where  more  than  one  error  ap- 
pears to  have  been  committed.  And  the  error  of  a  Circuit  Court  in  its  jurisdic- 
tion stands  on  the  same  ground,  and  is  to  be  treated  in  the  same  manner  as  any 
other  error  upon  which  its  judgment  is  founded. 

7.  The  decision,  therefore,  that  the  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court  upon  the 
plea  in  abatement  is  erroneous,  is  no  reason  why  the  alleged  error  apparent  in 
the  exception  should  not  also  be  examined,  and  the  judgment  reversed  on  that 
ground  also,  if  it  discloses  a  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  Circuit  Court 

It  is  often  the  duty  of  this  court,  after  having  decided  that  a  particular  decis- 
ion of  the  Circuit  Court  was  erroneous,  to  examine  into  other  alleged  errors,  and 
to  correct  them  if  they  are  found  to  exist  And  this  has  been  uniformly  done 
by  this  court,  when  the  questions  are  in  any  degree  connected  with  the  contro- 
versy, and  the  silence  of  the  court  might  create  doubts  which  would  lead  to  fur- 
ther and  useless  litigation. 

III. 

1.  The  facts  upon  which  the  plaintiff  relies  did  not  give  him  his  freedom, 
and  make  him  a  citizen  of  Missouri. 

2.  The  clause  in  the  Constitution  authorizing  Congress  to  make  all  needful 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  government  of  the  territory  and  other  property  of 
the  United  States,  applies  only  to  territory  within  the  chartered  limits  of  some 
one  of  the  States  when  they  were  colonies  of  Great  Britain,  and  which  was  sur- 
rendered by  the  British  Government  to  the  old  Confederation  of  the  States,  in 
the  treaty  of  peace.  It  does  not  apply  to  territory  acquired  by  the  present  Fed- 
eral Government,  by  treaty  or  conquest,  from  a  foreign  nation. 

The  case  of  the  American  and  Ocean  Insurance  Companies  v.  Canter  (1 
Peters,  511)  referred  to  and  examined,  showing  that  the  decision  in  this  case  is 
not  in  conflict  with  that  opinion,  and  that  the  court  did  not,  in  the  case  referred 
to,  decide  upon  the  construction  of  the  clause  of  the  Constitution  above  men- 
tioned, because  the  case  before  them  did  not  make  it  necessary  to  decide  the 
question. 

3.  The  United  States,  under  the  present  Constitution,  cannot  acquire  territo- 
ry to  be  held  as  a  colony,  to  be  governed  at  its  will  and  pleasure.  But  it 
may  acquire  territory  which,  at  the  time,  has  not  a  population  that  fits  it  to  be- 
come a  State,  and  may  govern  it  as  a  Territory  until  it  has  a  population  which, 
in  the  judgment  of  Congress,  entitles  it  to  be  admitted  as  a  State  of  the  Union. 

4.  During  the  time  it  remains  a  Territory,  Congress  may  legislate  over  it 
within  the  scope  of  its  constitutional  powers  in  relation  to  citizens  of  the  Uni- 
ted States — and  may  establish  a  Territorial  Government — and  the  form  of  this 
local  Government  must  be  regulated  by  the  discretion  of  Congress,  but  with 
powers  not  exceeding  those  which  Congress  itself,  by  the  Constitution,  is  au- 
thorized to  exercise  over  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  respect  to  their  rights 
of  persons  or  rights  of  property. 
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IV. 

1.  The  territory  thus  acquired,  is  acquired  by  the  people  of  the  United  States 
for  their  common  and  equal  benefit,  through  their  agent  ahd  trustee,  the  Fed- 
eral Government.  Congress  can  exercise  no  power  over  the  rights  of  person  or 
property  of  a  citizen  in  the  Territory  which  is  prohibited  by  the  Constitution. 
The  Government  and  the  citizen,  whenever  the  Territory  is  open  to  settlement, 
both  enter  it  with  their  respective  rights  defined  and  limited  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

2.  Congress  has  no  right  to  prohibit  the  citizens  of  any  particular  State  or 
States  from  taking  up  their  homo  there,  while  it  permits  citizens  of  other  States 
to  do  so.  Nor  has  it  a  right  to  give  privileges  to  one  class  of  citizens  which  it 
refuses  to  another.  The  territory  is  acquired  for  their  equal  and  common  bene- 
fit—and if  open  to  any,  it  must  be  open  to  all  upon  equal  and  the  same  terms. 

3.  Every  citizen  has  a  right  to  take  with  him  into  the  Territory  any  article 
of  property  which  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  recognizes  as  property. 

4.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  recognizes  slaves  as  property,  and 
pledges  the  Federal  Government  to  protect  it  And  Congress  catnot  exercise 
any  more  authority  over  property  of  that  description  than  it  may  constitution- 
ally exercise  over  property  of  any  other  kind. 

6.  The  act  of  Congress,  therefore,  prohibiting  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
from  taking  with  him  his  slaves  when  he  removes  to  the  Territory  in  question 
to  reside,  is  an  exercise  of  authority  over  private  property  which  is  not  war- 
ranted by  the  Constitution — and  the  removal  of  the  plaintiff,  by  his  owner,  to 
that  Territory,  gave  him  no  title  to  freedom. 

V. 

1.  The  plwntiff  himself  acquired  no  title  to  freedom  by  being  taken,  by  his 
owner,  to  Rock  Island,  in  Illiuois,  and  brought  back  to  Missouri.  This  court 
has  heretofore  decided  that  the  statua  or  condition  of  a  person  of  African  des- 
cent depended  on  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  he  resided. 

2.  It  has  been  settled  by  the  decisions  of  the  highest  court  in  Missouri,  that 
by  the  laws  of  that  State,  a  slave  does  not  become  entitled  to  his  freedom, 
where  the  owner  takes  him  to  reside  in  a  State  where  slavery  is  not  permitted, 
and  afterwards  brings  him  back  to  Missouri. 

Conclusion.  It  follows  that  it  is  apparent  upon  the  record  that  the  court  be- 
low erred  in  its  judgment  on  the  plea  in  abatement,  and  also  erred  in  giving 
judgment  for  the  defendant,  when  the  exception  shows  that  the  plaintiff  was 
not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  And  as  the  Circuit  Court  had  no  jurisdic- 
tion, either  in  the  case  stated  in  the  plea  in  abatement,  or  in  the  one  stated  in 
the  exception,  its  judgment  in  favor  of  the  defendant  is  erroneous,  and  must  be 
reversed. 
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